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Ramsay's CANNEL COAL. 
Analysis by LEwis Taompson, Esq. :— 
Illuminating Power, 
5 feet per hour. 
= 27°2 candles. 
RAMSAY’S PATENT CONDENSED COKE, 
DO. GARESFIELD COKE, 


RAMSAY’S FIRE-CLAY ARTICLES. 


GAS-RETORTS, introduced 1828. 

FIRE-BRICK WORKS, established 1804. 

FIRE-CLAY SANITARY PIPES, CHIMNEY- 
TOPS, and all Goods made of Fire Clay. : 

The Fire Clay is worked from Blaydon Main Col- 
liery, is of excellent quality, and no expense spared in 
perfecting every article, 

The FIRE-BRICKS (marked ‘* RAMSAY”) are to be 
seen in all parts cf the world, and the works are the 
most extensive in the Kingdom. 

Manufactories: DERWENTHAUGH, SWALWELL, and 
HEBBURN Quay. Offices: Sroap CHAaRE, NEW- 
CASTLE-UPON-TYNE. Address, G. H. Ramsay. 


IMPROVED GASLIGHT. 


Most of the complaints made of deficiency of gaslight, 
and bad gas, arise from the unskilful combustion of the 
gas, and especially from the employment of bad burners. 

he atmosphere is thus rendered offensive and un- 
wholesome, and becomes charged with smoke—an in- 
convenience that is especially felt in churches, theatres, 
and public offices. 

By using proper burners, regulating the pressure, and 
carburetting the gas, it will be rendered the cheapest 
and most wholesome artificial light that can be used, 


Specific Gravity. | Cubic Feet. 
600 9151 




















CARLESS, BLAGDEN, and Co., having been for many 
years practically engaged in manufacturing every va- 
riety of substance used for the production of artificial 
light, have for some time specially directed their at- 
tention to the subject of carburetting gas. 

In conjunction with Gro. GLoveR and Co.,an ex- 
tensive series of experiments have been conducted with 
the greatest care, and by means of instruments of the 
highest scientific precision; and the result of their 
united efforts is, that the fluid and apparatus have been 
so improved as to give a real commercial value to the 
process of carburetting common gas. The most im- 
portant result to be obtained from this process is that 
the light can be doubled or trebled, and that for an 
equal amount ef light the production of heat and car- 
bonic acid gas will be greatly reduced, even to less than 
the quantity produced by wax candles and oil-lamps. 

Messrs. GEO. GLOVER and Co. will have pleasure in 
showing the apparatus in use, and in giving any expla- 
nation that may be desired. Architects, engineers, 
and scientific men generally, are specially invited. 

For list of prices, and all other information, apply to 


GEO. GLOVER and CO., 
Works, RANELAGH ROAD, PIMLICO, 8.W,; or, 
CARLESS, BLAGDEN, and CO., 
2, NEW LONDON STREET, E.C. 











COWEN’S PATENT FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 
OSEPH COWEN and CO, 
BLAYDON BURN, NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 


Were the only parties to whom a Pr1zz MEDAL was 
awarded at the Great EXHIBITION of 1851, for “‘Gas 
Rerorts and OTHER OBJECTS in Fire-CLay,”’ and 
they have also been awarded in the INTERNATIONAL 
ExHIBITION of 1862, the Prize Mepat for “Gas 
Rerorts, Fire-Bricks, &c., for EXCELLENCE of 
Quatity.” 

J.C.and Co. have been for many years the most 
extensive Manufacturers of Fire-Clay Retorts in the 
United Kingdom; and orders for Fire-Clay Retorts 
of all shapes and dimensions, Fire-Bricks, and every 
other article in Fire-Clay are promptly executed at 
their Works as above. 

COWEN’S GARESFIELD COALS, 
Coal Office, 
Quay SIDE, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 


“BIRST PRIZE IN THE PARIS EXHIBITION, 


7 “oF —s. >< 








THE OLD TUBE WORKS, 
CHURCH HILL, WEDNESBURY; 


, 
WALSALL, STAFFORDSHIRE; 

and 69, UPPER THAMES STREET, LONDON, 
Original Manufacturers of Wrought-Tron Gas Tubes 
and Holders of the present Patents; Inventors and 
First Makers of LAP-WELDED FLUES for Steam 
Boilers. 

J. R.and Co. make all kinds of Tubes and Fittings 
for Gas, Steam, and Water, and the largest Orders 
may be executed in afew days. 

un Metal, and all other kinds of Cocks, Stocka, 
Dies, and Taps, Galvanised Tubes, &c. 

N.B. All Goods thoroughly Tested before sent out, 

and Warranted. 


HE MARQUIS OF LOTHIAN’S 
CANNEL COAL, 

This Cannel is extensively used in the Gas-Works of 
Edinburgh, and been so for Forty Years, and is well 
known to Gas Manufacturers throughout Scotland. 

The yield per ton is 12,573 cubic feet, with an illu- 
minating power equal to 33°8 standard sperm candles. 
Coke per ton by weight is 1046 lbs., by measure 
26 bushels. 

For price and other information, apply to Mr. JoHN 
Romans, Civil Engineer, 53, Frederick Street, EpIN- 
BURGH. 





| 
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| One Guinea. 


BLAYDON BURN AND LOW BENWELL FIRE 
CLAY RETORT AND FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
EAR NEWCASTLE-ON-[YNB, 


Winn COCHRAN CARR begs 


most respectfully to thank the Metropolitan, 
Provincial, and Continental Gas Companies for their pa- 
tronage for several years past, and to intimate that he 
has rebuilt and enlarged his extensive premises for the 
Manufacture of CLAY RETORTS; and thatheis now 
prepared to execute thelargest orders with punctuality 
and despatch. Orders for FIRE-CLAY RETORTS, | 
of all shapes and sizes, FIRE-BRICKS, and all other 
Articles in Fire-Clay, executed on the shortest notice, 
and on the most reasonable terms. 

London Agents: JAMES LAWRIE & O0., 
63, OLp Broap Street, City, LonpoN. 


CLEGG’S TREATISE ON COAL GAS. 


In May next will be published 
The FOURTH EDITION of this Standard Work on 
the Manufacture and Distribution of Coal Gas, com- 
prising the improvements that have been introduced 
to the present time, and with numerous additional 
illustrations. 
The price to non-subscribers has been reduced to 








| 
Advertisements of Gas Apparatus, and of materials | 


| used in the manufacture of Gas, intended for insertion 





io the Fourth Edition of Clegg’s Treatise, should be 
sent before the end of this month to W. B. KING, | 
No. ll, Bolt Court, FLEet Street, E.C., by whom 
orders for the work will be received. 


(205S-BARS with square Thread) 


Screws, double-faced full-way Valves, wrought- 
iron Retort-Lids, coke and main-layer’s Smelting- 
Barrows, with all other Gas Apparatus, manufactured 
by Wa. RICHARDSON and Son, Charles Henry Street, 
BIRMINGHAM. 














Prize Medal | 





Established 
A.D. 1782. . Holders. 


WILLIAM BLEWS AND SONS, 
9, 10, Ll, and 12, NEW BARTHOLOMEW STREET, 
BIRMINGHAM; 
AND 88, WEST SMITHFIELD, LONDON; 
PATENTEES AND MANUFACTURERS OF 


METAL AND GLASS CHANDELIERS, &e., |) 


IN THE PUREST STYLE OF ART. Also o 


IRON TUBES AND FITTINGS, 
FOR GAS STEAM, AND WATER; 
Steam and other Cocks in Gun-Metal and Brass; 
Stocas, Taps, and Dies; Gas-HHooks and Burners ; 
Brass, Copper, and Composition Tubes; and every 
article required in the erection of Gas- Works. 
ALL WARRANTED. 
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LONDON GAS-METER COMPANY, 


LANGHAM WORKS, GEORGE STREET, LANGHAM STREET, LONDON, W., 
OSNABRUCK, HANOVER, 


NEW PATENT ROTARY ORY METER, 


SEAMLESS DIAPHRACM 


(now so extensively used by the largest Gas Companies at home and abroad) ; also their 


IMPROVED SLIDE-VALVE DRY METER 
PATENT WET METER, 


Whereby the Water-Line is always kept at the right level. 


Orders and Tenders for Station-Meters, Governors, and Experimental Apparatus generally, promptly attended to. 
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J. T. BEDFORD, Secrerary. 
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NOW READY 


OL. XIV. of the JO AL of GAS 
LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, and SANI- 
TARY IMPROVEMENT, for 2is., bound 
in cloth and lettered. A few copies of Vols. Il.. IlI., 
IV., V., VI., VIL, VIII., TX., X., XI., XII., and XIII. 
are on sale. 
W. B. King, 11, Bolt Court, Fizet Street, E.C, 


Gas LEGISLATION, 1865, 








Now en 
Reports of the Proceedings before Select Committees 
of the House of Commons. 

BATH GAS BILL—price Is., by post 1s. ld. 

KENT GAS BILL—price 1s. 6d., by post 1s. 7d. 

PRESTON, EXETER, AND FOLKESTONE GAS BILL—price 
1s., by post Is, ld. 

ROUD GAS (Local Government Supplemental, No. 3) 

Billprice ls., by post ls. 1d. 





Also, price 2s., by post 2s. 1d., 

Reports of the Proceedings before Select Committees 
of the House of Lords on the 
LEAMINGTON, LIVERPOOL, & RAMSBOTTOM GAS BILLS, 
HANLEY GAS BILL. 

UNITED GENERAL (DUBLIN) GAS BILL, 


London: Wit.1aM B. KING, 11, Bolt Court, FLeet 
Street, E.C. 


RUTTER ON GAS LIGHTING. 
Just Published, Feap. 8vo., toned paper, pp. 71, sewed, 
price 6d., 


ADVANTAGES of GAS in PRIVATE 
HOUSES. 
A Hanpy Boox ror Gas CONSUMERS: 
TELLING THEM WHAT TO DO, 
AND WHAT NOT TO DO. 
By J. O. N. RUTTER, F.R.A.S. 
A new and revised edition, and the 193rd thousand. 
LonDon: 
| Vintuz Brotruers AND Co., 1, AMEN CORNER, 
PaTERNvuSTER Row, and all Booksellers. 1865. 

A cheaper edition (the 194th thousand), on plain 
| | paper, but in all other respects the same as the above, 
|) and which is intended for distribution by gas com- 
| panies, is also pny price £12. 12s. per 1000 copies, 
jand £1. 7s, 6d. per 100. 














Crown 16mo, pp. 20, 
i(4{AS IN DWELLING-HOUSES: 
{| Irs Uses, CONVENIENCES, AND ECONOMY. 
| A revised and enlarged edition, and the 50th thousand, 
Price—1000 copies, £3. 103.; 560 copies, £1. 17s. 6d.; 
ong gain number at 8s. 6d. per 100. 
| hen 1000 copies are ordered, the official title, scale 
of prices, and other information relating to the busi- 
||ness of the Company, will be printed on the covers 





|| without extra charge. 


All orders and inquiries for the two last-mentioned 
| editions to be addressed, direct, to the AUTHOR, Black 
| Rock, BricuTon. 


ME. G. W. STEVENSON, C.E., F.GS., 
| (for the last 10 years Engineer to the Corpora- 
tion of Halifax), may be consulted upon all matters 
! connected with the construction of gas-works, and the 
{| manufacture and suyply of gas; also upon the con- 
!! struction of water-works and the supply of water to 
|| towns; and also in respect to the sewerage of towns, 
|| and sanitary works generally. 

Offices, Waterhouse Street, HALIFAX, and 14, Park 
treet, WESTMINSTER, 


| 
| AMUEL CUTLER, Gasholder 











MAKER and CONTRACTOR 
For Tanks, Roofs, Purifiers, Condensers, Erection 
and Alteration of Works and every description of 
Gas APPARATUS, 
Provipence IRoN Works, 


| MILL WALL, POPLAR, LONDON, E, 


Main Laying and Gas-Works erected complete. 


CARPENTER’S Improved Wood 
e SIEVES for Gas-Purifiers. 
Works: 14, John Street, Pentonville Road, Lonpon, N. 








The above sieves are used by the principal gas com- 
panies in London and the country. Their utility, 
durability. and cheapness combined, render them su- 
perior to all others. 

Testimonials from gas engineers who have tested 
their qualities forw«rded on application. 

All o-ders punctually attended to, and estimates 
given if required. - 


BEST AND HOBSON, - 


LATE 
ROBERT BEST, 
100, CHARLOTTE STREET, BIRMINGHAM, 
Manufacturers of 








CHANDELIERS, PENDANTS, BRACKETS, 


&e., &e. 


| Brass and Iron Gas-Fittings, Steam and Water-Cocks 
| 
1 


Also, 
PATENT WELDED IRON TUBES, 
\ For Gas, Steam, Water, and other purposes. 
(GAS APPARATUS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION. 
' | High-pressure Water-Valves and Cocks, &c., &c. 





‘Works: Birminsham, and Great Bridge, Staffordshire. 


\ 
} 
| ‘Paase, Correa, Composition, AND Leap TUBES. 


GLOBE 


METER-WoOREHS. 

















NEWTON & BRADDOCK, 


MANUFACTURERS OF 


STATION METERS, CONSUMERS METERS, &c., 
OLDHAM. 





WALTER FORD, 


159, GRAY’S INN ROAD, LONDON. 


MANUFACTURER OF WET AND DRY GAS-METERS, STATION-METERS, 
GOVERNORS, &c. &e. 


Sole Manufacturer of PADDON’S PATENT STREET-LAMP REGULATORS, for insuring 
any required consumption. These Regulators are in general and increasing use, and references can be given to 


F. & C. OSLER, 


45, OXFORD STREET, LONDON; 
Manufactory—Broad Street, Birmingnam— Established 1807, 
MANUFACTURERS OF GLASS CHANDELIERS, GLASS 
LUSTRES, TABLE GLASS, &c. &c. 
ELEGANT CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS, for GAS, from £4 upwards 


(Made from ‘*ReGIsTZRED’’ DesiGns), with GLass BRaNncuES, &c.; suitable 
for DaaAWING-RooMS and Baiit-rRooms. The more extensive use of Gas in 
private dwellings has induced Messrs. OsLER to direct their particular “ther 





tion to the manufacture of this clas= of articles—which, with a view to their 
general adoption, are offered at on | moderate prices. Purchasers can select from 
a great variety of patterns, to which additions are being constantly made. 
THEATRES, CONCERT, ASSEMBLY, AND BALL RooMs LIGHTED BY ESTIMATE 
ON THF LowEsT TERMS. 


MARTIN’S 
LEE MOOR PORCELAIN FIRE-BRICKS, 


Containing no Lime, and only ‘45 of Oxides, resist the strongest heats, and will last for Gas- Works 
longer than any others, 
Samples and prices sent, and the highest references given, on application to 


MARTIN BROTHERS, 
ST. AUSTELL, CORNWALL. 


JOSEPH BOULTON, 
80, KING’S CROSS ROAD, 4xD 
103, GREAT PERCY STREET, CLERKENWELL. 
Manufacturer of the Patent Dry and Improved Unvarying Water-Line Gas-Meters and Station-Meters, 
Governors, Experimental Meters, and Pressure Gauges, on the most improved principle. 
Old Meters thoroughly repaired, and altered to meet the requirements of the Act of Parliament. 
ALL METERS WARRANTED. 


ROTATORY AND DOUBLE-ACTING GAS-EXHAUSTERS, 


with many recent improvements, from 1500 to 120,000 cubic feet per Hour, 


JAMES BURTON, SONS, & WALLER, 


MAKERS OF ENGINES, MACHINERY, and IRONWORK for GAS-WORKS, 
efficient and durable TAR, LIQUOR, and SYPHON PUMPS, 
GAS-VALVES, with or without Wedges, worked with powerful Worm and Rack, 
SELF-ACTING BY-PASS VALVES, with Lid and Relieving Lever, 
ROTATORY, TUMBLER, and CAPILLARY WATER DISTRIBUTORS for SCRUBBERS. 




















JOHN’S PLACE, HOLLAND STREET, SOUTHWARK, LONDON, 5%.E. _ 


REDUCED PRICES OF 


BRYAN DONKIN & CO’S 


IMPROVED GAS VALVES 
WITH WROUGHT-IRON PINIONS : 

from 2 inches to 18 inches, price 9s. 6d. to lzs. per inch diameter 

List of prices, wit full dimensions of all sizes up to 36 inches, to be 
had un application. - 

These Valves are all proved on both sides to 30 Ibs. on the square incb 
hefore leaving the works, and are always kept in stock. 

Valves made with Outside Racks to order. Also, Screw Water-Valvee 
with Gun-Metal Faces. 














Plumbers Brassfoundry, BRYAN DONKIN & C@., 
ENGINEERS, 
NEAR GRANGE ROAD, BERMONDSEY. 
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THE GAS-METER COMPANY 
| (LIMITED), LONDON, 
(Successors to CROLL, RATT, and 00., LONDON, and WEST and GREGSON, OLDHAM.) 


MANUFACTURE 


STATION-METERS & GOVERNORS 


At their Oldham Establishment, which has long possessed the reputation of supplying this description of apparatus of the most 
perfect construction and appropriate design. 


CONSUMERS GAS-METERS IN CAST-IRON & TINNED SHEET-IRON CASES. 


|STREET GOVERNORS, PRESSURE and EXHAUST REGISTERS, TEST GASHOLDERS, 
| AND EXPER'MENTAL GAS APPARATUS GENERALLY, 


bo 


be | 


0 














For information, &c., apply to 


GEORGE RAIT, Managing Director, KINGSLAND ROAD, LONDON. 


WATER AND GAS PIPES, 


AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF CASTINGS. 


CLARIDGE, NORTH, AND COMPANY, 


PHG@NIX FOUNDRY, BILSTON. 














Established 





Isso. 








N. DEFRIES’S 
PATENT 
DRY GAS- METERS, 


ROTARY VALVE, 


still maintain their high standing for 
Manufacture, Correctness of Registration, 
Durability, and Steadiness of Light. 


200,000 in use. 


WORKS: DIANA PLACE, EUSTON ROAD, 
LONDON, N.W. 


WILLIAM INGHAM AND SONS, 




















WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK AND RETORT WORKS, 


Y RETORTS Leeds. 


W. INGHAM and SONS, having for many years been extensively engaged in the Manufacture of 
} RETORTS AND FIRE-BRICKS FROM THE CELEBRATED WORTLEY FIRE-CLAY 
lie fy to call especial attention to their RETORTS, which have for many seasons proved to be uusurpassed in quality by any in the Kingdom, their FREEDOM FRO 


RACKS and the ADHESION OF CARBON rendering them worthy the attention of all parties interested in the making of Gas. 
The Works are of such magnitude as to ensure the prompt execution of orders to any extent. i 


Estimates for Setting, or Bricklayers sent when required. 
GAS OVENS IN SEGMENTS OF EQVGAL QUALITY. 
A large stock of Fire-Bricks, Fire-Clay, Terra Cotta, and Drain-Pipes of all sizes kept in London at CHRISTIE & Co.— 
Wharf, 64, Bankside, Southwark, where all particulars of Prices, &c., may be obtained. 
N.B.—Zzport orders continue to have prompt attention. 
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MEDAL AWARDED BY THE JURY, INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION, 


1862, 
To THOMAS GLOVER, 
SUFFOLK STREET, CLERKENWELL GREEN, LONDON. 








Tuomas Grover has great pleasure in informing Gas Companies and his other Patrons, that the Jury of Class XXXTI. of 
the International Exhibition of 1862 have awarded, for his Patent Dry Gas-Meter, a Prize Medal. The reason given for this | 
Award, in the Juries Official Report, is, ‘‘ For excellence of manufacture, as regards Dry Meters.” See Official Report, p. 346. | 

It is worthy of remark, that the only two other Firms who receive Awards both manufacture imitations of Thomas Glover's | 
Patent Dry Gas-Meter, and the reason given for these Awards is ‘‘ construction and sound workmanship.” Thomas Glover, | 
therefore, claims that the construction of his Meter has obtained three Awards from the Jury of the International Exhibition of 
1862; at the same time, contrasting the Award granted for his Meter by the words, ‘ For excellence of manufacture, as regards | 
Dry-Meters.” 

The Prize Meter was exhibited in Class XXXI., No. 6301, connected with a 1-foot holder, to demonstrate that a 50-light 
Meter measures and indicates accurately the small quantity of One Foot. 


| WILLIAM PARKINSON AND CO. 
: (SUCCESSORS TO SAMUEL CROSLEY), 


\ PATENT WET AND DRY GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS, &c. 


} COTTAGE LANE, CITY ROAD, LONDON, EC. 
} “Establishes 1816. 


| 
} 




















PATENT IMPROVED WET METER. 


W. P. and Co. invite especial attention to this Meter, which entirely overcomes the difficulty to which ordinary 
| Wet Meters are subjected, owing to the short range of the Float, which is necessary, in order to meet the requirements 
of the Sale of Gas Act. ' 


“Tt is well known that n Meters constructed so that the valve will close when the water is drawn off to such a point as to render them $ per cent. slow 
the lights are liable to be extinguished by the closing of the valve by a sudden increase of pressure. To meet this difficulty, Mr. Pinchbeck has invented an 
ingenious and simple arrangement by which the action is reversed, and any such increase of pressure, in his Meter, raises the value instead of depressing it. The 
tact of the improvement having been adopted by Messrs. W. Parkinson and Co. is a sufficient guarantee that it practically and effectually remedies the incon- 
'| venience it is designed to meet.”—JouRNAL OF Gas LIGHTING. 


PATENT IMPROVED DRY METER, 


| Which W. P. and Co. pledge themselves to manufacture with the same quality of materials and workmanship as in their|’ 
Wet Meter, thereby giving Gas Companies and others the advantage of procuring a first-rate Dry as well as a Wet 
Meter, which, hitherto, they have been unable to do. 


STATION-METERS AND GOVERNORS. 


Which can be seen at all the London Gas-Works. Also Liverpool, Manchester, Sheffield, Nottingham, Belfast, Glasgow, Bir- 
mingbam, Dublin, Bristol, Leeds, Leicester, Brighton, Southampton, Sunderland, Wolverhampton, Bradford, Norwich, &c., &c. 


TEST GASHOLDERS, EXPERIMENTAL METERS, EXHAUSTER REGULATORS, 
MINUTE CLOCKS, PRESSURE GAUGES, PHOTOMETERS, PRESSURE REGISTERS, &c. 
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TO CORRESPONDENTS. 
16,603.—Bring an action of trover in the County Court. We doubt whether 

|| @ criminal prosecution can be maintained. 

|| A Dupe.—The dispute between Messrs. Cobden and Tripp and Mr. Flintoff, 
as to the appropriation of the subscriptions received, is, we are informed, 
likely to be the subject of investigation in a court of law. 

PALMAM QUI MERUIT FERAT.—The name of Mr. J. H. Castle should have 


been inserted instead of Mr. Hughes amongst the list of the advisers of 
=e Town Council in their opposition to the Sheffield United Gas 
ill. 


NOTICES. 

The subscription is 15s, per annum, if paid in advance during the month 
of January, or 18s. credit, in two sums of 9s, each, in July and 
January of each year. Post-Office orders must be made payable at the 
Charing Cross a4 a Office, to William H. Bennett, No, 42, 
Parliament Street, Westminster. 

The next number will be published on Tuesday, April 17, and tha 
subsequent numbers on each successive alternate Tuesday. 

This Journat has been duly registered at the General Post Office for 
transmission abroad. 

Stamped copies, when forwarded by post, must be folded so as to expose 
= stamp; they are otherwise liable to the full postage charge for 
etters, 

All Communications to be addressed to the Editor, No. 42, Parliament 
Street, Westminster; and orders for Advertisements to the Publisher, 
Mr. W. B. King, No. 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street. 
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TUESDAY, APRIL 3, 1866, 


Notes upon Passing “Events. 


Tux nuisance connected with the naming of streets, squares, 
terraces, places, &c., in London, has lately been the subject of 
newspaper discussion. That it is a nuisance must be generally 
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admitted. It is one which entails a vast deal of unnecessary 
expense on the part of the Post Office, and annoyance on all 
not familiar with the niceties of London addresses. First 
there is the constant repetition of the same names—the 
favourite Queen Street, and Oxford and Cambridge Terraces, 
the repeated Crown Courts, and all the follow-my-leader er- 
rors. Then there is another equally serious difficulty, created 
by the advantage which builders fancy they gain by stretching 
a fashionable locality. Thus, Hyde Park Terraces are found 
in the wilds of Notting Hill, and Hyde Park stands as a second 
name to new streets which are much nearer Maida Hill. 
There seems likely to be no end to Kensington, including 
South, and Westbourne is unlimited. We want a few 
more general names, such as Belgravia and Tyburnia, for 
districts. Islington, grown into a town, has suburbs, and 
in these suburbs the mania seems to be to call a street! 
a park !—parks without a foot of grass or a single tree. 
To make the matter more puzzling to cabmen not bred in the |! 
neighbourhood, it is the fashion of the snug citizens who dwell 
in these parks of bricks and mortar to avoid numbers, as un- 
genteel, and give the names only of their cottages or villas. 
Callipash Cottage, Highbury New Park, is a rare direction on}! 
adark night. The Metropolitan Board have done something 

towards curing an evil which is increasing with the growth of | 
London, and which will soon render a ‘ Post Office Directory” an 

essential piece of furniture in every well-appointed street cab. | 
A permanent committee, of not more than five, with a map of| 
the metropolis before them, working at the old districts until; 
brought into rational sounds, and always ready with a| 
supply of new names for new districts, would bring chaos into | 
reasonable order. The Metropolitan Board has done a great} 
deal, both with street names and numbers; but, like all Boards, | 
it discusses too much, and fears too much to delegate respon- | 
sibility in small things. In such an inquiry, the compilers and | 








5 vag | Were reduced to two. It is understood that they are again 
7s «OM 
sai | fixed the remuneration of the gentleman who shall be 
| selected to carry out the work at £35,000; 


editors of the “ Post Office Directory” could render useful 

| service. 

| A discussion in the House of Commons on the state of the 
competition for the law courts has raised, in the abstract, one 
of the most difficult questions of the day. The commissioners 

| in the first instance selected six architects, but these by refusals 


to be raised to six, with an allowance to each for the 
expense of preparing drawings. The commissioners have 


and it 
cannot be said that they are unreasonable, at such a 
price, in making a condition that has driven away several 
of the competitors, viz., that the successful architect shall 
not undertake any other work that will interfere with the 
prize work. Every one with any experience knows that it 
is great architects and the great engineers who are apt to 
give only a portion of their time to a work which has been 
obtained on the strength of an established reputation. Con- 
sidering that the Palace of Justice is a work of such magni- 
tude, and loaded with such special details of accommodation, 
that very few architects could have the experience or afford 
the time for preparing plans with the least prospect of 
success, there are strong reasons for approving of the sys- 
tem of limited competition. There are other instances in 
which a limited competition is to be preferred, because it is 
the only chance of obtaining the services of men of established 
reputation. If the decision is to be in the hands of a large 
miscellaneous body, without professional assistance, then an 
unlimited competition, if the competitors are numerous, is a 
lottery where the prizes are drawn by the architects with the 
most unscrupulous canvassing friends, or with the most strong 
water-colour drawings. The amount of competition de- 
pends very much on the confidence the possible archi- 
tectural competitors have m the judges. In the open com- 
petition for the great City Meat Market, there were 
only five competitors, because there was a well-founded 
impression that no prize winner would be allowed to exe- 
cute his own design. But where the judges are competent 
and limited in number, open competition draws out and gives 
a chance to unknown men, who might otherwise languish in 
obscurity all their lives. People who had, not without reason, 
doubted the capabilities of the designer of the International Ex- 
hibition buildings, were led to believe in Captain Fowke’s original 
merits when they found him prize winner of the open compe- 
tition for the Museum designs, where the judges were certainly 











not personally favourable to him. Therefore, according _ 
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circumstances, a great deal may be said for and against open 
'|and select architectural competition. 


London having arrived at a stage of plethora of population 
and traffic that imperatively demands improvement in our 
thoroughfares, we shall no doubt soon have a swarm of plans, 
more or less possible. 
the funds to come from for carrying out the much needed 
work of building new streets and widening old ones? for land and 
pavement, sewers and street-lamps, cost money. To establish 


polis would be simply impossible. In the first place, we have 
not the machinery in either police or walls; in the next, the 
feelings that have reduced foreign customs duties to a few chiefly 
bulky articles, would present an insuperable obstacle to esta- 
| blishing inland custom-houses and all the crimes of smuggling. 
‘There are persons living who can remember when there were 
differential duties and a smuggling trade between England 
and Ireland, and when lives were lost in collecting an inland 
salt duty. Therefore that source of revenue, so tempting in 
its possible financial results, looking at the enormous con- 
'|suming power of London, cannot be taken into considera- 
tion. The question of whether it would be possible to 
tax the liquors consumed in the metropolis has not hitherto 


tax be repealed, and any considerable change made in the 
system of licensing public-houses. Hitherto the Govern- 
ment have stubbornly refused to give up the taxes on hackney 





|| the Exchequer continues to have at his disposal an annual sur- 
|plus revenue, he certainly might be squeezed into making 
| the transfer, if the metropolitan M.P.’s would put on 
||the necessary pressure. If the plans of public improve- 
| ment were sufficiently large and useful, a public opinion 





\jin favour of the transfer of the hack carriage duties | 


|from general to municipal purposes could be created. The 
|| taxes on eoals can scarcely be increased, and there are preju- 


|dices—unreasonable, we think—against small taxes on the | 
|| measurement of grain and timber, which could be so easily | 


Some public writers have been suggesting a new 
It is estimated 


| collected. 
| rate to be deducted from the landlord’s rent. 


|| that 4d. in the pound would produce nearly £250,000 a year; | 


'|but this is more easily said than done. On what landlord is 
the new property-tax to be levied? The ground landlord, 
|| who, fifty years ago, granted a ninety years lease, or the first 


| brick landlord, or the last landlord, who has just put a pile of 
new buildings on the ground, and leased them for twenty-one | 


‘years, to pay him a bare 5 per cent.? In looking at 
such projects, the most prominent figures, in our eyes, are, 
| naturally, such millionaires as the Marquis of Westminster 
jor the Duke of Bedford, who, by-the-by, improve the me- 


bered that, in London, there are thousands of landlords whose 
| total rents are very small, and whose net revenue amounts to 
a very poor rate of interest... We remember an instance in 
which two aged maiden ladies, with a joint income under 
£200 per annum, derived from leasehold cottages in a great 
town, were reduced to absolute want by an order from the 
Board of Health to make water-closets instead of open privies, 
and drains instead of cesspits to their cottages. The cost of 
‘the improvement was greater than the whole value of their 
‘unexpired lease. This was, perhaps, an inevitable evil; but 
ithe example shows that a new property-tax for local purposes, 
laid on without regard to existing leases and incumbrances, 
|might result in great hardships; for landlords are not neces- 
| sarily wealthy. 

The municipality of Paris, and we believe of Liverpool, de- 
rives a considerable revenue from markets. There is a move- 


Metropolitan Board the power of establishing dead meat 
markets, which are likely to be much needed, and which ought 
to be established in at least three places round London, instead 
of being concentrated on Old Smithfield. The Order in 
Council for slaughtering all foreign cattle at the point of their 
disembarkation, will no doubt be reduced into a permanent law, 
and will entirely change the trade of carcass butchers. An 
eastern dead meat market for foreign cattle on the south side 
of the Thames, another on the site of the present Metropolitan 
Market, and a third somewhere in the region of, Chelsea, in 














The next question will be—Where are | 


what is called an octroi on the food brought into the metro- | 


been considered, but it may be discussed if the malt- 


carriages, a source of revenue enjoyed by the municipalities | 
of every other town in England. But if the Chancellor of | 


|tropolis in the most desirable manner without asking for 
|assistance from either state or parish. But it must be remem- | 


ment on foot for transferring from the Common Council to the | 


| addition to the New Smithfield Dead Market, would find cus- 
| tomers and save needless transport and waste. 
| . Two causes—one an old and increasing evil, the other com- 
| paratively new to newspapers—are calling attention to the 
absolute necessity of making new streets and widening those 
through which the daily traffic crowds, viz., accidents at cross- 
ings, and loss of time for goods and men in those districts of 
the metropolis where time is most valuable. Accidents by 
being run over have become so common, that an Acci- 
dental Life Insurance Company is actually making capital by 
sensation placards inviting foot passengers to insure against 
the dangers, not of the sea or the rail, but of the street. | 
The only remedy is to be found in a multiplication of|| 
islands of refuge and in an increase of the police, with special 
regulations for the protection of the public; the latter being 
‘a very expensive expedient. Bridges would not answer in 
any proportion to their cost. The people who most need 
protection are not inclined to walk up and down steep stairs. 
This is proved by the slight use made of the stairs at the 
| Middlesex side of London Bridge, which afford a safe | 
passage underground from one side to the other of a most | 
dangerous thoroughfare. Would it be possible to build | 
parallel with the greatest streams of traffic, shop-passages, 
or arcades for foot-passengers only? They answer in| 
Paris, but as yet only in two situations in London. The! 
difficulty in street traffic is that it grows instead of decreasing || 
in proportion as railway traffic increases. This is proved by) 
the increase of hotels and dining-rooms of London. We! 
have yet to learn the effect of the inner circle railway on cab! 
traffic. Up to the present time the number of cabs and omni- 
buses regularly increases, and with that increase the difficulty) 
| of getting along the streets. Will omnibus railway trains, with 
| the stations promised within a quarter of a mile of every centre 
| of commercial importance, clear the streets? Who can predict? 
We know that every extension of a railroad with a metropoli- | 
tan terminus adds to the heavy traffic of the streets. What 
van-loads and waggon-loads will issue from the new station of. 
the Midland, in St. Pancras. Perhaps the pneumatic or! 
blow-pipe system may help by shooting heavy goods to con-' 
venient depéts, and reducing the number of those rapid 
| railway-vans, which charge through the streets and round 
corners with a skill that would be charming if it were not so | 
| alarming. The van-driver pushes along with the comfortable 1 
consciousness that nothing can hurt his wheels or disturb his | 
| centre of gravity. The blow-pipe railway as applied to goods | 
traffic is cheaper than any other system, and does not create | 
the awful vibrating roar of the ordinary underground loco- || 
motive. The large experiment between Waterloo Station and | 
| Whitehall Place will be watched with great interest, for if it 











succeeds, the system may be repeated below London Bridge, || 
| where easier means of transit for heavy merchandise are so | 
much needed. 

Already the transpontine railway extensions are unable to | 
do all the business offered for want of more lines of rails, 


across their bridges. Ludgate Hill Station has just acquired 
a communication to Richmond and Kew. Will not all 
this suburban traffic soon reduce the coast line to insig- 
nificance? At any rate, looking at the superior attractions 
for country residence of the Richmond district, and at the | 
already crowded condition of Ludgate Hill and the route | 
through St. Paul’s Churchyard to Cheapside, it is impossible 
to help wondering how all the new foot-passengers are to| 
be accommodated in streets where the land is worth on an 
average a quarter of a million an acre. Fourteen thousand 
pound is asked for the insignificant slip about to be taken from 
the celebrated “‘ No. 1 tea-shop” of St. Paul’s Churchyard. 
Juries, composed of men who naturally expect that their turn 
for a claim will come next, seem to invariably treat their fellow 
tradesmen with splendid liberality. A virtue the more easily 
exercised in compensation cases because it costs the jurors 
nothing. Compensation claims have became the safest and 
most profitable of speculations. Fearful would be the conster- 
nation amongst those who most loudly protest against railway 
invasion if their outcries brought railway extensions and street 
improvement to a standstill. No sooner was the Mid-London 
railway scheme made public than the property to be traversed 
rose in value, and many purchases were made in the hope 
that the promoters would come again. There are reasons why 
the improvement in the thoroughfares of London should be 
considered on a wide scale, and executed, even at the cost of a 
large loan, as rapidly as possible. The parsimony of Parlia- 
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ment in refusing powers to purchase all the property likely to 
be required for the public offices near Parliament Street will 
cost the nation hundreds of thousands of pounds. 

While Parliament is discussing whether it will admit work- 
ing men to more political power, and how much, working men 
are steadily proceeding to help themselves to more than Acts 
of Parliament can give them—viz., good incomes. The me- 
chanical engineers, the carpenters, and the bricklayers, have 
made use of their combinative power, and obtained, with- 
out much difficulty, more wages for less work. Now the 
London tailors have taken up the same tactics. The first 
attack has been made on the great Poole, whom Emperors and 
Royal Highnesses honour and patronize, whose temple of fine 
arts is one of the favourite lounges of swelldom. Great must 


light to the purposes of public lighting would be advantageous, 

it would be inexpedient to give to a company formed to carry 
out different objects the powers of the Gas- Works Clauses Act 
for that purpose. As this decision was given irrespective of 
the merits of the scheme, it may appear to be unsatisfactory, 
but the petitioners against the Bill were prepared to show that 
the application of the waste product from the distillation of 
cannel and shale in making oil is not practically available for 
gas lighting; and that, at all events, the gas so produced 
could only be used as an auxiliary, and not as an independent 
source of supply. It was stated that Dr. Letheby, Mr. Dugald 
Campbell, Mr. Barlow, and Mr. Robert Jones, had inspected 
| the paraffin oil-works, with a view to ascertain the quality and 
| quantity of the waste gas produced. Their report has not 








be the consternation of those customers who have relied | been made public, but it is not difficult to conceive, from the 
on Saville Row for their costume triumphs in the coming | evidence of the witnesses in support of the Bill, and from 
brilliant season; greater still cf those long-credit cus- | the tenor of their cross-examination, what was its general 
tomers who will foresee in the tailors strike an unanswerable | purport. It was very evident that the processes of distilling 
reason for collecting long-standing accounts. But the battle | cannel for producing oil and for the production of gas are 
is not yet over, and the result is still doubtful. Iron working | very different; the temperature employed, in the former case, 
mechanics, carpenters, and all those engaged in buildings and | being only that of visible red heat, and that the different 
railways, have had in their favour an unceasing demand, and | varieties of cannel and of shale, when so distilled, will yield 
the existence of contracts that could not well be delayed. | different qualities of gas. The large quantities of carbonic 
When steam-engines are due to be delivered on a certain day | acid in the gas thus obtained, diminish its illuminating power) 
|—-when a steamboat is on the stocks—when a street or square _ more than one-half, and the expense of removing it would be 
is planned—the capitalist can only by great sacrifices allow his | a serious objection to the use of such gas. The two er, 
plant to lie idle, and the interest on his capital to accumulate. | of distillation for the production of oil and of gas are, indeed, | 
The resource of the importation of foreign labour, although | so different, that it would be almost impracticable to combine, 
often threatened, is very limited as regards mechanical trades. the business of a gas company with that of the manufacture) 
But tailoring is a different kind of thing, dependent on indi- | of oil. The chairman of the company admitted that such an 
|vidual customers, and, as regards fashionable customers, on | united concern would be like a Siamese Twin company; but 
gentlemen not hard up for a coat by a particular day. Foreign | he should have added that the twins would be dissimilar in 
carpenters and engineers can very rarely work alongside | their habits, variable in their tempers, and adapted to different 
Englishmen, but German and French tailors are at least | climates. Instead of pulling together they would be always 
equal even to Irish, who are amongst the best of jour- | at variance. The regular habits of the oily twin would be) 





neymen. It yet remains to be seen whether “ union” 
feeling is strong enough to keep foreign tailors from earning 
better wages in London than they can at home. There is also 





,especially the summer garments—that women can execute, 
‘with the help of the sewing-machine, quite as well as men; 


‘and if women’s work once comes in, it will not go out again. 


|\This strike is better organized than that which during the 
| Peninsular War almost filled up a new regiment of Dragoons 
|with tailors; but, under all the circumstances, it would seem 
| that carpenters and- bricklayers have a larger field and a more 
steady demand for their work than those who make the most 
fashionable clothes. There is, however, one thing certain, viz., 
| that making speeches or delivering lectures to men about the 
impolicy of strikes, is just as likely to produce an effect as 
‘advising Paddy with a shilling a day not to go to America 
\if he has a free passage offered him. 


| ela 
| 


Circular to Gas Conpantes. 





| We revert to the circumstances of the failure of the Bill of the 
| Flintshire Oil and Cannel Company, on account of the peculiar 
\novelty of the scheme, its object being to obtain the powers of 
\the Gas-Works Clauses Act for a limited liability company, 
\established for a purpose distinct from gas lighting, under 
which it proposed to supply what was called “ paraffin light,” 
|without subjecting the company to the provisions of that Act 
\for the protection of the public. The evidence given in sup- 
|port of the project in the committee is reported at length in 
‘another part of our present number, from which it will be seen 
\that the promoters sought to collect and convey to Chester 
'the waste gaseous products from the distillation of cannel and 
|shale, in the manufacture of paraffin oil, to compete with the 
existing gas company in lighting that city. There was, no 
doubt, much apparent feasibility in the plan. It was alleged 
that in the process of making the oil as much as 4000 cubic 
feet of “ paraffin light ’—in reality cannel gas—of high illu- 
minating power is produced for every ton of coal distilled, and 
which, if sold at the low rate of 3s. 6d. per 1000 feet, would 
yield an annual profit of £5000; and it seemed desirable, both 
on account of the oil company and of the public, that such a 
large quantity of gas should be properly applied to illuminating 
purposes, instead of being burned to waste at the works. The 
committee, however, decided, without hearing evidence against 











the Bill, that though it appeared that the application of paraffin 


another resource. There is a great deal of tailors work— | 


sadly interfered with by the varying supplies in summer and) 
in winter required by his gaseous brother; the high temperatare, 
necessary to the full development of the one would be death’ 
to the other; and it would be found impossible for them to, 
associate with advantage to either. The already prosperous. 
oil company have cause to rejoice that Parliament refused their, 
application to be linked inseparably in Siamese brotherhood 
with so unsuitable a partner. It was urged in support of the) 
Bill that there is no other method of utilizing the waste gas 
than by supplying it to the public for illumination; but the 
witnesses overlooked one purpose to which it is well adapted.) 
| Both parties agreed that the gas is very rich in carbon vapour, | 
though they differed much respecting the quantity produced, | 
and on that point further experiments are evidently required ;| 
| but whether the quantity be 4000 cubic feet per ton of cannel) 
| distilled, or only from 1200 to 1500 feet, as alleged by the 
opponents of the Bill, the product may be advantageously 
used in the manufacture of lamp black, and that we conceive} 
to be the proper use to which it should be applied. 

Some interesting points were raised on considering the 
group of Bills in the committee of which the Duke of Bucking- 
ham was chairman—including the Bills of the United General 
(Limerick) Company, of the London Company, and the Vent- 
nor Gas and Water Bill—the reports of the proceedings on 
which are inserted in our present number. It is difficult to 
conceive on what principle the decision of their lordships on 
the first of these bills was founded. Its object was to enable 
the company to carry into effect the separation of their works 
in Limerick from those in Dublin, which had been sold with 
parliamentary sanction to the Alliance Company, and to raise 
£10,000 additional capital to be applied to the improvement) 
and extension of their Limerick undertaking. The committee 
considered the preamble of the Bill to have been proved, yet, | 
with remarkable inconsistency they required it to be so 
altered that the company should abandon the privileges they 
possess under their charter and become a company under an 
Act of Parliament, without the powers which such an Act gene- 
rally confers for taking up the pavement, and without having the 
authority required to raise additional capital. The company 
by such an arrangement would have gained nothing by their 
Act, while it would have imposed restrictions from which they 
are at present free. They acted wisely in withdrawing the 
Bill under such circumstances. The application of the rate- 
payers money by the Corporation to cripple the power of their 
rivals, and to render, if possible, the supply of gas by the 




















United General Company as inefficient and unsatisfactory as 
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{|late Lord Donoughmore. 


1| ‘little bill” for the expenses of the opposition, which, how- 


Jup against the company by the promoters of the agitation. 


—_—_. 
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their own, will, we hope, be duly appreciated by the citizens and 
gas consumers of Limerick. 

The Bill of the London Gas Company, which is limited in 
its object to raising £300,000 additional share capital, was 
opposed by the vestry of Chelsea on the ground that by the 
increase of capital to be expended in new and unremunerative 
districts, reduction in the price of gas would be deferred. Mr. 
Hughes, who led the opposition, contended that the old cus- 
tomers should be charged a lower price than those in the new 
districts, for the supply of which the additional capital was 
required. He endeavoured to establish as a principle that the 
capital on which dividends ought to be paid should bear some 
fixed proportion to the quantity of coal carbonized. He in- 
stanced the Independent and the Phoenix Companies as the 
two extremes ; the former having a capital of only £4°35 for 
each ton of coal, and the latter as much as £8°59. He also 
contended that 3s. 6d. per 1000 feet would now be the proper 
maximum price in the metropolis. The committee agreed to 
the preamble of the Bill, but the chairman said they should 
require the promoters to insert a clause making the price of 
gas dependent on the decision of Parliament with respect to 
any four or more of the other metropolitan gas companies, to 
the effect that if provision be made for reducing the price, or 
for increasing the illuminating power, of the gas supplied by 
those companies, the price and quality of the gas supplied by 
the London Company shall be regulated accordingly. This, 
in fact, is leaving it to the committee to be appointed to 
inquire into the operation of the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, to 
fix the price and the illuminating power to be inserted in all 
the metropolis gas Bills that are now pending. 

The Ventnor Gas and Water Bill, which came before the 
same committee, met with a very feeble opposition from the 
Isle of Wight Water Company. The object of the Bill was to 
obtain parliamentary sanction for the sale of works, hitherto 
carried on by a private individual, to a company formed for 
the purpose. The petition against the Bill was signed by only 
four persons, one of whom takes neither gas nor water, another 
lives in lodgings, and a third resides in London. Their united 
remonstrances were not deemed sufficient to prevent the com- 

pletion of the arrangement made for the benefit of the inhabit- 

ants and visitors of Ventnor. 

Mr. Crawford gave notice of a motion, before the adjourn- 

ment of the House, for nominating Mr. J. A. Smith, the Hon. 

R. H. Dutton, Mr. Hastings Russell, Mr. Westropp, Mr. Woods, 

Mr. M‘Kenna, and Mr. Morrison, as members of the proposed 

committee of twelve on the metropolis gas supply, the remaining 

five members to be named by the Committee of Selection ; 

but the motion was postponed until after Easter. All parties 

interested in the subject are actively preparing for the fight, 

and one of the most searching inquiries respecting the supply 

of gas may be expected that has ever been made since the 

introduction of gas lighting. 

Want of space compels us to defer, for the present, the pub- 

lication of our report of the proceedings in a group of gas and 

water bills before a committee of the Lords, in which the Earl | 
of Devon presided with judgment and ability worthy of the 
The Bill of the Ryde Gas Company 
was one of these. We were mistaken in assuming that the 
only result of the gas agitation at Ryde would be the payment 
to Mr. Flintoff of the fee of £12 for his lecture in that town. 
The Improvement Commissioners were urged by popular 
clamour to oppose the application of the gas company for 
additional powers, and their clerk will have to present a 


ever, he conducted with commendable economy. The gas 
company haye cause to be grateful for the result. They 
obtained from the committee authority to raise the additional 
capital required, and the power which the commissioners 
before possessed of purchasing the gas-works at any time, has 
been limited to five years. But the greatest service the com- 
missioners have rendered the company has been the publica- 
tion of an able report on the condition of the gas-works and the 
supply of gas, made at the commissioners request by Mr. Spice, 
which effectually disposes of every charge that was trumped 


That report was presented at an adjourned meeting of the 
Improvement Commissioners on the 20th ult., and we repro- 
duce it in another column. There were six points on which 
the opinion of Mr. Spice was especially requested. 1st. Whether 








the existing works are suitable, and capable of meeting all the 








requirements of the town generally. 2nd. Whether, judging 


from the returns produced (the prices of gas in forty-seven 
towns) he considered it would be advantageous to the 
governing body of the town to become manufacturers of 
gas. 3rd. What would be the residuum of a ton of 
coal used in the manufacture of gas. 4th. Whether 
there are any other means of purifying in lieu of 
lime. 5th. Whether gas could be manufactured at the pre- 
sent works without nuisance to the neighbourhood. And, 
lastly, what should be the cost of gas-works with 60 retorts, 
and other proportionate requirements for a gas undertaking. 
Mr. Spice’s replies to these questions must be gall and worm- 
wood to the agitators. The works he declared to have been 
so designed and executed as to be capable of producing gas at 
the least cost, and that they are capable of considerable en- 
largement without any alteration of plan. He expressed a 
strong opinion of the utter worthlessness of the returns, 
observing that it is essential that every case should be con- 
sidered and determined on its own merits; but, apart from the 
returns, he thought it desirable that the commissioners should 
become possessed of the undertaking of the Ryde Gas Com-| 
pany, “‘ not because of any complaint which can fairly be made 
“as to the way in which the company are discharging the 
“‘ obligations resting upon them, but because it is a well- 
“established and prosperous concern, in excellent working 
‘order, and existing in a thriving and well-ordered town.” 
Mr. Spice added that, as the price the commissioners would 
have to pay for the works would be their fair and full com- 
mercial value, they would at first have no advantage in the 
way of surplus profits ; but looking to the increasing importance. 
of the town, and assuming the price of 5s. per 1000 feet to pri-|| 
vate consumers was continued, and that the public lamps were 
supplied at the same reasonable rate as at present, it might be 
stated as certain that, in the course of a few years, surplus 
profits would arise and continually increase. Mr. Spice further 
expressed the opinion that the works in their present position 
need not be a nuisance in the least degree, though he recom- 
mended the substitution of oxide of iron for lime in the 
purifiers. The present value of the undertaking is probably 
about £30,000, and if the Improvement Commissioners pos- 
sessed the power to raise the money to make the purchase 
(which they do not) they would have to pay interest for it at 
the rate of 63 per cent., including sinking-fund. At that rate 
the annual charge to the town would be £1950, whereas the 
profits which the company can divide in any one year can never 
exceed £1687 10s. on their authorized share capital of £18,750, 
and the dividends on the new capital are limited to 7 per cent., so 
that if not interfered with, and the consumption of gas continues 
to increase as it has recently done, the price must soon be 
reduced below 5s. per 1000; whereas, if the undertaking were 
purchased by the commissioners, they might find it necessary 
to raise the price instead of reducing it. The case of Birken- 
head ought to be a warning to every municipal authority 
against engaging in the supply of gas. The gas and water 
consumers of that town are saddled with a debt of £200,000, 
incurred by the purchase of the works by the local authorities ; 
and they have to pay Is. 6d. or 1s. 8d. per 1000 feet for gas 
more than the price at which it is supplied by gas companies 
in neighbouring towns. Fortunately for the inhabitants of 
Ryde, the commissioners have no power to raise a shilling for 
the purchase or for the erection of gas-works, and they can 
only obtain it by a provisional order from the Home Secretary, 
which would require the sanction of Parliament before it could 
take effect ; and the fate of such an application, last year, on 
the part of the Stroud Local Board, does not augur favourably 
for the success of any future applications for a like purpose. 











Correspondence, 


THE KINGSTON-ON-THAMES METER STAMP, No. 45. 


Srr,—In your JouRNAL of the 20th of March appears a letter 
from Mr. Taunton (nominally the inspector of meters for Kingston, 
Surrey), in which he states that no meters have been tested or 
stamped in the Lothian Road, Camberwell, since the magistrate’s 
decision against him, and that he only uses that place (his resi- 
dence) for depositing the meters he has collected in London 
during the day, in order to send to Kingston very early the next 
morning; and further on he states that no person has seen any 
meters go in or out, as he himself accompanies the van. 

Without enlarging upon the implied secrecy in taking meters 
in and out these premises, I would merely ask—how is it that 
Mr. Taunton can manage to test and stamp so large a number of 
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meters a at Kingston, and yet spend his time collecting them 
jn London 

As to the legality of an inspector collecting meters himself, I 
will only refer to the 18th section of the Sales of Gas Act, in 
which it states “all meters required to be tested and stamped 
shall be delivered to the inspector at the place where his testing 
gasholder and apparatus may be kept.” 

In reference to the flourish as to his continuing to stamp and 
test for the largest London meter manufacturers as heretofore, as 
proof that they appreciate the accuracy of his testing, I have no 
ical and convenient to get them 
stamped by him, or they would not go out of their county to 
patronize him. Curio. 

March 26, 1866. 


S1r,—One of the duties cast upon the Metropolitan Board of 
Works by the Sale of Gas Act is to cause its provisions to be 
respected in the metropolitan area under their control. As their 
officer in this district, I have had to take an active part in the 
proceedings incidental to preventing a meter inspector, appointed 
for Kingston-on-Thames, establishing himself in the metropolis 
beyond the jurisdiction of the corporation appointing him, and 
am in a position to state that the evidence now collected will 
prove a very different state of things to that pointed out in the 
letter of Mr. Taunton, published in your JouRNAL of March 20, 
1866. 

If the Lothian Road is only used by him as a store, why have 
not the test holders illegally there been removed? and why is 
the wooden shed used as a testing-room lighted up, and active 
work carried on therein, for many hours almost nightly? The 
watching-point is far closer than the Lothian Arms. 

Again, if illegal proceedings were not carried on, where the 





||mecessity for the van taking the most circuitous routes and by- 


ways to bring unstamped meters to that place, and the same in 
taking them away again stamped, now carefully covered over to 
prevent identification ? 
As to the character of the testing done there, the evidence given 
before the magistrate, and reported in your JoURNAL of January 
23, 1866, is a sufficient answer at the proper time. Other facts 
will be produced supported by ample evidence. 
The Sale of Gas Act, even in its present form, is so useful 
alike to consumers and producers, that it is to be regretted any 
proceedings should still be necessary to prevent the intention of 
that Act being set aside for interested private motives, destroying 
the confidence all should feel that its provisions are carried out 
in the public interest alone. G. DETHRIDGE. 
Meter Testing Office, Southwark Street, 

Borough, March 29, 1866. 





|| STEVENSON VERSUS THE EXETER GAS CONSUMERS 


COMPANY. 

Srr,—At the conclusion of the evidence given by the plaintiff 
in the case of Stevenson v. Exeter Gas Consumers Company, 
he stated, as reported in your JOURNAL, “that, although the 
company had an engineer engaged, yet the bulk of the duty 
devolved upon him” (Mr. Stevenson). 
Now, as I am the engineer alluded to, I trust you will give me 
an opportunity of stating the extent of the services rendered by 
me to the company. The limited nature of the duties which de- 
volved on Mr. Stevenson may be collected from his own evidence. 

I was engaged on the part of the company for three months 
previous to Mr. Stevenson’s arrangement with them, and was 
afterwards employed on their behalf before the committee and 
elsewhere, during which periods I fulfilled all the duties attached 
to the position of engineer, such as preparing specifications, 
plans, estimates, attending committees of directors, &c., to the 


‘lentire satisfaction of those whom I served; in proof of which, 


they did not hesitate one moment to pay the amount of my 
account. 

Another part of Mr. Stevenson’s statement refers to’ the 
sum paid to me by the company. With reference to this, the 
engineers accounts, in common with all others, were submitted 
to the taxing-master, who passed mine without the reduction of 
one penny, whilst he only awarded Mr. Stevenson about one- 
fourth the sum adjudged to me—clearly showing, in the opinion 
of the taxing-master, instead of the “ bulk of the duty devolving 
on Mr. Stevenson,” only a small share fell to his lot. 

I will not refer to the bad taste displayed by Mr. Stevenson in 
making such a statement. I have given the facts, and leave your 
readers with a subject for reflection. Wm. RICHARDS. 

7, Regina Road, Holloway, March 28, 1866. 


Register of Pew Patents. 


APPLICATIONS FOR LETTERS PATENT. 
787.—Tuomas Josern Reaver, of 17 and 20, Cullum Street, Fenchurch 
Street, in the City of London, for ‘‘ Improvements in force-pumps.” 
March 16, 1866. 
814.—ALExanpER AnGus Croit, of Coleman Street, in the City of 
London, civil engineer, for ‘‘ Improvements in arranging conduits or 
channels for the 1 ion of gas, water, and other mains, tubes or pipes, 














vapours from buildings, and for the ventilation of buildings and other || 


places.” March 19, 1866. 

§27.—Witt1am Epwarp Newron, of 66, Chancery Lane, in the co. of 
Middlesex, civil engineer, for ‘‘ Improvements in the process of and 
apparatus for distilling petroleum and other mineral oils.” A commu- 
nication. March 20, 1866. 

853.—Witttam Crank, of 53, Chancery Lane, in the co. of Middlesex, 
engineer and patent agent, for “ Jmprovements in steam-pumps.” A 
communication. March 22, 1866. 

862.—Witiiam Epwarp Newron, of 66, Chancery Lane, in the co. of 
Middlesex, civil engineer, for ‘ Zmpr ts applicable to the treatment 
of the substances used in the purification of gas.” A communication. 
March 23, 1866, 

896.—Witiam ALExanpER Lyrrte, officer of the secretary’s depart- 
ment, General Post-Office, London, for * Jmprovements in the means 
and apparatus for the distillation and rectification of hydrocarbon and 
other volatile oils,” March 27, 1866. 

898.—Cuartes Tureme Liernvr, engineer, of the firm of Liernur, 
Krepp, and Co., American engineers, of Frankfort-on-the-Maine, for 
“A pneumatic method for the inoffensive removal of all fluids, solids, 
and gases from water-closets or privies, and their conduits, and of storing 
said materials so that they may be applied in their natural unchanged 
Sorm to agriculture and other branches of industry.” March 27, 1866. 


GRANTS OF PROVISIONAL PROTECTION. 

478.—James Youne, of Limefield, in the co. of Mid Lothian, gentleman, 
for ‘ Improvements in distilling coal, shales, and other substances.” 
Feb. 15, 1866. 

498.—Epwarp Joun Cow1inc Wetcu, of Harrow, in the co. of 
Middlesex, engineer, for “ Improved apparatus for carburetting air and 
gas.” Feb. 16, 1866. 

518.—Ernest Marie Du Boys, Government engineer, of Boulevart de 
Strasbourg, Paris, France, for ‘‘ Improvements in apparatus for mea- 
suring and registering the flow of water or other liquids.’ Feb. 20, 1866. 

625.—James Younc, of Limefield, in the co. of Mid Lothian, N.B., 
gentleman, for “ Improvements in distilling coal, shales, and other sub- 
stances.”’ March 1, 1866. 

719.—Epwaxrp Tuomas Hvucues, of the firm of Hughes and Son, patent 
agents, 123, Chancery Lane, London, for “‘ Improvements in pumps.” 
A communication. March 9, 1866. 

733.—Watter Curmes Myers and Epwarp Myers, both of Millbank 
Row, Westminster, in the co, of Middlesex, civil engineers, for ‘‘ Jm- 
provements in the arrangement and construction of meters or apparatus 
Sor measuring water or other fluids.” March 10, 1866, 

736.—DanieL GALLAFENT, of Stepney Causeway, in the co. of Middlesex, 
engineer, for “‘ Improvements in pumps.” March 10, 1866. 

769.—GrorcE M‘Kenzie, of Glasgow, in the co. of Lanark, N.B., cement 
manufacturer, for “Improvements in obtaining tlluminating gas and oil,” 
March 15, 1866. 

787.—Tuomas Josepu Reaper, of 17 and 20, Cullum Street, Fenchurch 
Street, in the City of London, for ‘ Jmprovements in force-pumps.”’ 
March 16, 1866. 

827.—Wittiam Epwarp Newton, of 66, Chancery Lane, in the co. of 
Middlesex, civil engineer, for “‘ Improvements tn the process of and 
apparatus for distilling petroleum and other mineral oils.’ A commu- 
nication. March 20, 1866, 


NOTICES TO PROCEED. 
2893.—Epwarp Myers, of Millbank Row, Westminster, in the co. of 
Middlesex, civil engineer, for “‘ Jmprovements in the arrangement and 
construction of wet gas-meters.”’ Nov. 10, 1865. 
2912.—Prrer Exus, of 9, Orange Court, Liverpool, in the co. of Lan- 
caster, architect, for ‘‘_dn improved description of water-closet.” Nov. 
13, 1865. 
2926.—Samuz Mrippteton, of 19, Shoemaker’s Row, in the City of 
London, shoemaker, for “‘ Improvements in the method and means of 
securing and discharging the contents of pipes and vessels.” Nov. 14, 1865. 


2946.—Witt1am Easton, of Gateshead, in the co. of Durham, for “ Zm- 
provements in the construction of pumps for raising water and other 
liquids.” Nov. 15, 18665. 

2965.—James Hanpert, of Kidderminster, in the co. of Worcester, gas- 
fitter, for “‘ Improvements in the production or manufacture of gas for 
heating or illuminating, and tn the retorts and apparatus employed in 
such manufacture.” Nov. 17, 1865. 

2968.—Watrer Payton, of 70, Sewardstone Road, Victoria Park, in 
the co. of Middlesex, for “‘ Improvements in means or apparatus for 
measuring the passage or flow of liquids, for raising and forcing fluids, 
and for obtaining motive power, also in means for the manufacture of 
parts of such apparatus.”” Nov. 17, 1865. 

2972.—Freperick Wiixtns, of 2544, Oxford Street, in the co. of 
Middlesex, for ‘‘ Improvements in apparatus for the production of hydro- 
carbon or other vapours, parts of which apparatus are also applicable to 
measuring gaseous or fluid matter.” Nov, 18, 1865. 

2990.—SamvueL Bennett, of the city of Manchester, in the co. of Lan- 
caster, brassfounder and copper-smith, for “ Improvements in cocks for 
steam, water, air, and gases at high pressures, and also in gauge-cocks 
and water-gauges for boilers, and sediment-tubes for cocks and pipes." 
Nov. 21, 1865. 

2998.—Winit1am We Ls, of the city of Manchester, gentleman, and 
SamvEt Martanp, of Clayton, near the city of Manchester, oil refiner, 
for ** Improvements in apparatus for obtaining artificial light from vola- 
tile liquids or fluids.” Nov. 22, 1865. 

3272.—_Joun Wricut Carr, residing at Newland Hall, in the parish of 
Roxwell, in the co. of Essex, for “ Producing and applying rotating 
motion by means of an apparatus to be worked by fluids, steam, compressed 
air, or by water or by gas.” Dec. 19, 1865. 

102.—Wi1iam Joun Watsn, of Brentwood, in the co. of Essex, for 














and telegraphic wires, also for the conveying away of smoke or 


“ Impr ts in cocks, taps, and valves.” Jan. 12, 1866. 
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PATENTS WHICH HAVE BECOME VOID 
BY REASON OF THE NON-PAYMENT OF THE ADDITIONAL STAMP DUTY OF 
£50 BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE THIRD YEAR. 
691.—Wiutam West, “ Improvements in valves.” March 14, 1863. 
692,—Joun Pace, “ Improvements in taps or valves.” March 14, 1863. 


; PATENTS WHICH HAVE BECOME VOID 
BY REASON OF THE NON-PAYMENT OF THE ADDITIONAL STAMP DUTY OF 
£100 BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE SEVENTH YEAR, 
647.—Tuomas Patstonx “ Improvements in shades or glasses for gas and 
other ae and in the supports of the said shades or glasses.’ March 
14, 1859. 


Parltamentary intelligence. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monpay, Marcu 19. 
The Bopmix WarerR and the West Mippiesex Warer Bills were 
brought from the Commons, read a first time, and referred to the Examiners. 
The Repueves Brince anp Approacues Bill was read the third time, 
amendments made, Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 








| 
! 
{ Tuespay, Marcu 20. 

| The Brremincuam Water; Dusiin Corporation WATER; NEWARK 
|Gas; and the Suerrietp Unitep Gas Bills, were brought from the Com- 
mons, read a first time, and referred to the Examiners. 


Tuurspay, Marcu 22. 

The GRANGE AND CARTMEL District Gas AND WATER Bill was reported, 
| With amendments. 

| _ The Leicester WaTERr Bill was brought from the Commons, read a first 
time, and referred to the Examiners. 

| The ALpERsHot Gas anp Water Bill was reported from the Select 
Committee, with amendments. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monpay, Marcu 19. 
| The BrraincHam Water; Dustin CorroraTion WATER; NEWARK 
|Gas; and the SHerrietp Unrrep Gas Bills, were read the third time, and 


sed. 
The Patstey Water Bill,as amended, was considered, and ordered to be 
\read the third time. 
| The Bexrast Gas Bill was read a second time, and committed. 
The BromsGRove AND DrorrwicH WATER Bill was reported. 


if TurspAy, Marcn 20. 

The Letcester Water Bill was read the third time, and passed. 
| ‘The VenrNor Gas aNp WaTER and the Hornsey Gas Bills were read 
ithe first time, and referred to the Examiners. 
| The Dunpex WaTer; BripGe or ALLAN WaTER; WEARDALE AND 
..Sampon Districr Water; RocHpALE Water; KILMARNOCK WATER; 
‘and the Waveney VaLtey Dratnaae Bills, were referred to a Select Com- 
mittee, consisting of General Peel (chairman), Mr. Percy Wyndham, Mr. 
nme and Mr. Simmonds, who will meet on Tuesday, April 17, at twelve 
o'clock. 

The WALKER AND WALLSEND Union Gas; British Gas Company 
aise PorreRIEs); WANDSWORTH AND Putney Gas; SLOUGH, 
'Datcuer, AND District Gas; SrourprinGe GAs Act AMENDMENT; and 
|the StoueH Gas Bills, were referred to a Select Committee, consisting of 
|Mr. Gathorne Hardy (chairman), Mr. Tomline, Mr. Vesey Dawson, and Mr. 
| E. H. Cooper, who will meet on Tuesday, April 17, at twelve o’clock. 





| WepvespAy, Marcu 21. } 

| The Briron Ferry Gas Bill, as amended, was considered; amendments 

| preference shares, that “the application for preference shares having fallen 

| short of half the required amount, the directors have decided to suspend the 
issue of them for the present, and to make a further call of £5 per share on 


/made, and the Bill ordered to be read the third time. 
| The Heywoop Warer Bill, as amended, was considered, and ordered to 
| be read the third time. 
The Hotyueap Water Bill, as amended, was considered; two clauses 
added; amendments made, and the Bill ordered to be read the third time. 
The ReEDHEUGH BRIDGE AND APPROACHES Bill was read a first time, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


THurspay, Marcu 22. 

The Frome GAs; NewcastLeE AND GATESHEAD WATER; and the TaIn 
Water Bills, were reported. 

The Parstey WATER Bill was read the third time, verbal amendment 
made, and Bill passed. 

The Croypon CommerciIAL Gas Bill, as a » Was 
amendments made, and Bill ordered to be read the third time. 

A petition was gy against the Lonpon Gas Bill, from the Vestry 
of the Parish of St. Luke, Chelsea. 


Asa 


idered ; 





Fripay, Marcu 23. 
RocHDALE Water Bill.—A petition for additional provision was referred 
to the Examiners. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monpay, Marcu 12. 

(Before the Marquis of Batu, Chairman; Earl Cawnvor, Viscount Lir- 
rorD, Earl Portaruineton, and Lord Overstone.) 
FLINTSHIRE OIL AND CANNEL COMPANY. 

Mr. Denison, Q.C., Mr. MzREWETHER, Q.C., and Mr. Davison, Q.C., 
appeared for the promoters; and Mr. Burke, Q.C., and Mr. Horace 
en for the Chester United Gas Company, petitioners against 

e bill. 

The object of the bill was to incorporate the Flintshire Oil and Cannel 
Company “to make, maintain, and use paraffin light works, and to supply 
with paraffin light the city of Chester, and places near thereto.” The com- 
||pany was formed, under the Limited Liability Act, on the 8th of August, 

1864, with a capital of £550,000, to acquire and carry on some extensive oil 
distilling works, which were in operation at Saltney; and having in the 
course of their trade found that a valuable residuum called paraffin light, 
|| which is now wasted, could be used with profit to the company and to the 
advantage of the public, they now sought for the requisite parliamentary 
powers to incorporate the company, and to make and supply the same for 
public and private lighting in the city of Chester. 





| oil. There are also great quantities of cannel adjacent to us. 





| the ordinary shares.” 


| market price, the ordinary £50 shares, with £33 paid upon them, are at £5 


| capital was never intended to be more than £250,000, although we took 


| I could not say for certain. 
| speak to that. 


| is a very good paying and prosperous company. 





Mr. MEREWETHER having briefly stated the case for the promoters, the 
following evidence was given :— 

r. George Haworth, examined by Mr. MEREWETHER. 

I am a coal proprietor, and have been a director of the Flintshire Oil and 
Cannel Company since its commencement in 1864. The capital of that eom- 
pany is £550,000, divided into 1000 shares of £50 each. Of that capital 
4619 shares have been issued, upon which £33 each have been paid. We 
have very extensive works at Saltney for the purpose of distilling the oil from 
the curly cannel. Between £60,000 and £70,000 have been laid out upon 
those works. The oil is partly distilled at Leeswood and partly at Saltney, 
and is refined at Saltney. Shale is a component part of the material from 
which the oil is distilled. The shale is a geological formation which is com- 
mon both to North and South Wales. There is acoal and cannel company 
at Leeswood. We have a contract with them under which they are bound to 
supply us with 100 tons of coal per day during the full term of the com- 
pany’s leases, which is for 22 years. Their leases comprise about 250 acres of 
coal, of which about 200 acres are cannel. Our own freehold is 90 acres, 
which at our present rate of consumption would last us from 27 to 30 years; 
so that we see our way to having plenty of material for making our paraffin 


Cross-examined by Mr. Horace Luoyp: Our original capital was 
£500,000. We raised the £50,000 additional within the last three months, 
by resolution of the last annual meeting. That is preference capital. I 
believe we have power under our Articles of Association to increase the 
capital from time to time to any amount we please, and by resolution of an 
extraordinary meeting to extend our operations to many other matters—to sell 
our business or to dissolve and wind up the concern. I cannot say to what 
extent we may borrow, not having the Articles before me, but I think the 
borrowing power is limited to £250,000. The meeting that was held last 
Saturday was a directors meeting convened by notice. The shareholders 

ave us full power at their meeting in December to make an application to 

arliament for the bill which now lies on their lordship’s table. It is now 
proposed to dissolve this company and reconstitute it in a different form. The 
shareholders gave us authority, at a special general meeting held in January, 
to act as we ~~ proper in the matter. The works had been carried 
on for two or three years by private proprietors before the company 
acquired them, who sold them to the company. The purchase-money 
was about £150,000 in cash; there were no sharesgiven whatever. We 
have carried on operations of the same nature, and have extended the 
works. In making the oil we necessarily make what we call the paraffin 
light, which is a particular kind of gas. The same thimg happened to 
the previous proprietors, and the fact that this gas was inflammable and illu- 
minating was known by them. There isnothing said about it in the Articles 
of Association, but the works were on a smallerscale when we first took them. 
I have seen the operations of the company, and taken an interest in them. 
I have not paid much attention to the experiments on the gas. The resolu- 
tion which was passed at the general meeting was that which is referred to 
in the preamble of the bill—viz., “That on the recommendation of the 
directors it shall henceforth be part of the business of the company to make 
the light called ‘ paraffin light,’ as well as oil and paraffin, and to make, 
maintain, and use works for the purpose, and to supply paraffin light for 
public and private lighting. That a special Act of Parliament for autho- 
rizing the company to supply the city of Chester and places in the neigh- 
bourhood thereof with paraffin light, and for conferring on the company all 

roper powers and authorities for the purpose shall be applied for.’’ I reside 
in Chester, a little outside the city. ‘This is the bill which was submitted to 
and approved at the meeting of the 11th of January. Part of the £50,000 
preference stock is paid up; the whole of it isnot taken up. We have not 
raised the whole of the original £500,000. We did not propose to raise the 
preference stock because we could not get the original capital out. We have 
as much subscribed for as we want—£250,000. We want to raise £50,000 
in preference stock, instead of calling up more of the original shares. 

By the Commitree: Upon the £250,000 original capital subscribed for, 
£33 per share has been paid; and of the £50,000 preference capital one-half 
has been subscribed for, and £5 per share paid upon it. 

By Mr. Horace Luoyp: On the 3rd of February last, a circular was sent 
out by the secretary to the oil company, to inform those who had applied for 


We made a call upon the ordinary shares, and sus- 


pended that. We issued them about three weeks since. According to the 
discount. 


By the Commrrree: All the shares we issued at first are taken up. The 


power nominally to raise a capital of £500,000. The £250,000 were issued 
before any shares were allotted. 

By Mr. Horace Luoyp: We have not endeavoured to issue any more of 
the original capital, and do not intend to do so. We think it better to 
borrow whatever we want. The arrears of calls due last August, which 
amounted to nearly £13,000, were all paid up within a fortnight after the 
circular was sent out. I do not think there are any arrears of calls now, but 
I believe the secretary will be called, who can 


Re-examined by Mr. MerEweTuer: I have no doubt whatever that ours 


Mr. Burke said he proposed to take the opinion of the committee as to 
whether this was a bill which could be proceeded with, differing as it did 
from the bill lying on their lordships table. 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee were of opinion that the promoters 
were at liberty to proceed with the bill. 

Mr. Robert Rumney, examined by Mr. MEREWETHER. 

Iam a manufacturing chemist residing at Manchester. I am a member 
of the Manchester Corporation, and chairman of one of the committees for 
managing the supply of gas to that city. ‘The gas-works there are on a very 
large scale. As a chemist and a member of the corporation I have gone into 
the question of the plant, supply of machinery, and soon. Since the com- 
mencement of this company 1 have been a director, and have applied my 
attention to the proceedings of the company. The main business for which we 
originally subscribed our capital was that of extracting illuminating and lubri- 
cating oils from cannel. The manager will tell you exactly the amount of oil 
we are at present distilling. After the oil is extracted from the materials 
it is distilled, and a portion of it—the lighter portion—is refined and sold for 
illuminating purposes, and the heavier portions for lubricating purposes. The 
process of distillation is to subject the cannel to a very low temperature; 
the shale or cannel is broken up and put into retorts open at one end, which, 
when the retort is filled, is poe up excluding all air. The products are 
carried out at the other end into pipes, called condensers. The liquid pro- 
ducts fall into tanks, and the incondensable gases, which we contemplate by 
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this appeal to Parliament to utilize, are now wasted. We have 200 or 300 
burners on the works, but they consume but a very small quantity compared 
with the total amount of gas produced. It illuminates the surrounding 
country for a dozen miles; but hitherto it has not been available com- 
mercially. We do not attempt to purify the gas consumed at the works at all; 
we turn it into a gasholder, and take it from there without any purification; 
we have so much of it that it is not worth our while to deal with it. It is very 
easily purified; more so than ordinary gas. Its ——, being almost exclu- 
sively carbonic acid, it requires only to be passed through dry Time to make it 
very pure indeed. It has been done; I have seen the results. Before it is pu- 
rified, its illuminating power is about 10 or 11 candles, and after purification 
it is from 20 to 28 candles illuminating power. Soon after I became a director 
my attention was attracted to the propriety of utilizing this supply of gas. 
I thought it was very wasteful to allow it to p away as it was doing, 

my first inquiry was whether it could not be distilled. I was very much sur- 
prised to find so much incondensable gas, but I ascertained from the manager 
that it was not —_— to condense more than was being then done. e€ 
have had some feet of pipes laid down for the purpose of trying whether 
it could be done, and we found that when subjected to a temperature below 
freezing -point no condensation whatever took place. Condensation is a ques- 
tion of temperature and of distance, but more of the former than of the latter. 
We have burnt the gas on our own premises ever since they were erected, 
and have had no difficulty or danger in dealing with it. There are no draw- 
backs at all to its use, as compared with any other gas; there is no gas so 





fied it is superior to anything I know of. It is very much superior to the 
Manchester gas, both in its illuminating power and purity, though the Man- 
chester gas is supplied to the consumers at the high standard of 23 candles. 
I have gone carefully into the question of the amount of capital that will be 
required, and from my experience in Manchester of what is actually the case 
there, I am prepared to say that within the sum mentioned in the bill Chester 
could be supplied from these works. 

Mr. BurKE: What sum do you mention ? 

Witness : £25,000. 

Mr, Burke: There is no such sum in the bill. 

Mr. Davison: The bill is being amended. 

Mr. Burke: I do not know what bill I am opposing ; we have never had 
a copy of the bill. 

By the Commitrze: This gas gives a much more brilliant light than the 
London gas. 


director, and the deputy-chairman. 
Mr. Burke: You, of course, therefore feel an interest in making as much 
money out of your company as you can ? 
Witness : I do not like to see this waste. 
Mr. Burke: How long have these works been in operation with a view to 
test the quality and quanty of gas that you can supply ? 
Witness : I scarcely understand the question. How long is it since we 
began to test the gas? 
Mr. Burxe: You come to Parliament with a totally novel proposal, and 
upon your evidence, valeat quantum, I want to know how long these works 
have been in operation to enable a sufficient test to be made of what the 
quantity and quality of the gas is that you can aig 
Witness : I only know the works from the time I have been connected 
with them in 1864. 
Mr. Burke: Do you know whether any experiments have been carried on 
for any duration of time, to ascertain the quantity and the quality of the gas, 
and so forth? 
Witness : The experiments by the chemists have been only recently made. 
Cross-examination continued: The company was established for the pro- 
duction of oil. If we could condense the whole of the products we should do 
so, and it would be a more profitable operation to us to make oil, and not gas. 
The more gas we make the less oil we get. Condensation is not a question of 
expense ; it is a question of impracticability at present. I mean to say that 


oe 


The hydrocarbons, which are the constituents of this gas, are not condensable 
under ordinary circumstances. The more perfect the condensation the greater 
the amount of oil, and the greater the profit to the company. 

Mr. Burke: What security is there that you will not obtain a greater 
amount of oil to your profit, instead of cupplying gas to the public? 

Witness : The security is that which I have just stated—that the chief 
constituents of this gas are not condensable, and, therefore, there is no prospect 
of our condensing more than we do at present. AsI have stated before, it 
was my first thought, when I saw the works, “‘cannot you condense this 
gas;”’ and efforts have been made by increasing the condensing power, but to 


no se. 

Mr. Goons: Efforts have been made, and I presume will continue to be 
made until you can arrive at a result by which you can make the greatest 
amount of oil, pro tanto reducing the amount of gas? 


mercially are not practicable, to condense more. 
Cross-examination continued: We do not generate a large amount of car- 


power. I will undertake to say that this gas cannot be extremely variable, 
any more than the gas produced in London for illuminating purposes. This 
isa simple matter. For gas purposes you distil at a high temperature, here 
we distil ata low temperature. Our gas is merely a residuum. At Saltney 
the oil is produced altogether from one description of material, the curly 
cannel; shale is not used at all. We do not mix anything with it, except oc- 
casionally for experimental purposes. We know the quantity of gas in this 
cannel coal; it has been measured frequently. We produce nearly 3800 or 


been lighted with it ever since they were erected. We keep the distillatory 
process constantly going on, so that we can produce an uniform quantity of 
gas, and ordinarily should do so. I am aware that the consumption of gas 
varies extremely according to the season of the year. It might happen that 
}| we should have enough in summer-time for the supply and an insufficient 
quantity for the winter, but I know how an increased quantity could be 
eee I should say the city of Chester is at present very improperly 
hted, judging by the eye. Ido not know that the gas company there are 
under limitations as to illuminating pened and price, and that they are 
under the control of the corporation. cannot say whether the city is sup- 
ea with 15-candle gas, e illuminating power has been tested, but not 
y myself. The standard of illuminating power — in this bill is 
16 candles, I have no doubt that if the Chester Gas Company were under 
obligations to supply 18-candle gas we should have proposed 20 candles. I 
do not think our present proposal had any special reference to the adequacy 
| or inadequacy of the present supply of gas to Chester; it had reference to our 
ability tosupply. We proposed to supply the city at a lower price than is at pre- 
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Cross-examined by Mr. Burke: I am a shareholder in the company, a | ; I 
| established in North Wales for the supply of this peculiar kind of oil. At 


it is not at present known to any chemist that it can be wholly condensed. | 


15. | 


sent oharged, and we simply say, “ Do not let us go on wasting this valuable 
product.” I only know the price of gas at Chester by report; it is now 4s. 
per 1000 cubic feet, and the company propose to reduce that charge. We 
Propose to supply gas at 3s. 6d. per 1000. x 

Re-examin Mr. Davison: I do not know whether the price of gas at, 
Chester was 4s, 6d. per 1000 until the last fortnight. We authorized our| 
chairman, Mr, Salisbury, to put himself in communication with the Chester 
Gas Company, as we were desirous of selling this gas to them at a remunera- 
tive price, if they would take it. All we say is, “*As we cannot condense it, | 
do not let us be compelled to waste this product, which, at a low estimate, is| 
valued at from £3000 to £5000 a year. Buy it from us; we will sell it you! 
at a low price, and if you will not buy it from us, then let us assist in sup-| 
plying Chester.” TI offered in the lobby, the other day, to supply it, and so 
save the expense of an: ap to Parliament. There would be no difficulty 
at our works in making a larger quantity of this gasin the winter. Our works 
have gone on increasing since my connexion with the company, and I have 
every reason to believe they will still further increase. e@ procure our oil 
at the lowest possible a yee | and in doing so obtain from 3000 to 4000 
cubic feet of S per ton of cannel used, 

r. Charles Humfrey, examined by Mr. Davison. 

I am the manager of the Flintshire Oil and Cannel Company’s Works, and 





| have been connected with them ever since they were first commenced by Mr. 


| Fernie, in 1861. The undertaking consists of three worke purchased from 


pure. The illuminating power of it without purification is not quite equal | 
to that of the ordinary gas supplied in London, but a when it is puri- | 





| different parties at Saltney, Leeswood, and Trithling, near Mold. At Trith- 


ling, which were the first works, there are two pits for cannel. About 
£83,000 have been expended upon that property, and the amount of coal 
there not worked is estimated at £300,000. At the Leeswood works, which 
are also near Mold, there are 117 retorts, and the oil, which we distil from 
shale at those works, is sent to Saltney in tanks fixed on the railway trucks. 
We work shale almost exclusively there; seldom anything else. [ believe 
eo nn ome yields about 16,000 feet of gas; we get nearly 4000 when 
making oil. 

By the Commrrrer : This cannel is sold in the market. It is worth about 
30s. per ton at the pit’s month. Thereare three qualities of coal in the Mold 
district. The specimen produced is the first, then comes the curly cannel, 
and below that there is a foot of shale. I should not call the shale a coal, 
but it is a moot point as to the difference between coal and shale. It has 
been disputed very often. ‘ 

By Mr. Davison: I do not know what em of gas we get out of the 
shale. We get about 33 gallons per ton of crude oil, and about 80 gallons 
out of the cannel. At Leeswood we consume fully 350 tons of shale per week, 
producing about 12,000 gallons of crude oil. This was the first company 


Leeswood we do not work the curly cannel unless we are very busy. The 
expenditure on the Leeswood works was £10,000, and on the Saltney works 
about £60,000. We have a contract with the Leeswood Cannel and Gas Coal 
Company to supply us with all the curly cannel and all the shale they raise. 
The works at Saltney are on the banks of the river Dee, where vessels of 
200 tons can come up easily every spring tide, but I have seen vessels of 400 
tons there. We have something like 26 acres of available space there. Our 
works cover about 5 acres, a we have railway communication with the 
North-Western and Great Western Railways, by sidings, running rightthrough 
the property. At present we have 115 retorts, and consume about 230 tons 
of curly cannel every week, from which we get on the average 80 gallons of 
crude oil per ton. The distance from the Saltney to the Leeswood works is 
about 93 miles. For the purpose of refining, we have at Saltney 45 stills. 
They range from 350 up to 2600 gallons. We have 15 of 2600 gallons 
capacity. We have 26 agitators, 7 steam-boilers, and 18 steam-engines on 
the works, 

Mr. Davison: Now let us go through the process of manufacture. 

The Cuarrman : Is this examination necessary ? 

Mr. Davison: The cross-examination by Mr. Burke points to an allega- 
tion that the gas is not such as can be safely or properly used. (To witness :) 
Will you begin at the point where the gas is thrown off ? 

Witness : The cannel is broken up and placed in retorts. At the end of the 
retort there is a wide pipe which terminates in a condenser. It is a pipe 
12 inches in diameter and 20 feet long. The cannel is weighed before it is 
put in the retorts, so as to get the charges even. The retorts are kept heated 


| Just below visible redness in the dark, and the heat draws off the volatile 


matters from the coal, which pass into the condenser. The liquid portions 


run out, and the gaseous portions run away through pipes and are burnt and |/ 


lost—that is the paraffin light which is given off by the first operation. Our 


| object, since I have been connected with the works, has been to get as much 


Witness : No chemist knows how, except under circumstances which com- | 


bonic acid. The presence of carbonic acid largely affects the illuminating | 


oil as possible; we have never been able to utilize the gas that is produced; 
it has all been entirely wasted. The greater the heat, the more gas is made; 
therefore we have worked at the lowest temperature. The burning of the 








gas can be seen by persons at a great distance, especially at night. I mea- 
sured the quantity of paraffin light produced per ton of cannel very carefully, 
and ascertained that it was exactly 3970 cubic feet, which at 2s. per 1000 
gives something like £4800 which is being wasted every year. It is impos- 
sible to produce the oil without making some gas at whatever heat we work; 
we make as little as we can. In Mr. Fernie’s time, the possibility of 
utilizing this gas was considered several times, and I called on the Chester 
Gas Company to ascertain whether they would take our waste gas, but 
nothing came of it. About two years agoI met Mr. Salisbury, the present 
chairman of this company, on other business, and spoke to him about it. He 
was not then connected with the Chester Company. He became chairman 
of this company in June, 1865, and since then we have very frequently dis- 


| cussed the subject. He furnished me with written instructions to give the 


4000 cubic feet of gas from every ton of cannel we distil. The works have | 





Chester Company all the information I could relating to the paraffin light, 


| and to be prepared to test the quantity and quality of it. I tested it fre- 


quently between the 15th and 29th of November last, and can give the 
results accurately. Mr. Leigh, the chemist, of Manchester, came over several 
times to test it; he was there twice in November and twice in December. On 
the 16th of January last year, I was informed that some gentlemen were 
coming from the Chester Gas Company to test it, and I had orders to 

ive them all the assistance I could. On the following day, Dr. Letheby, 

r. Barlow, Mr. Campbell, and Mr. Jones came with Mr. emg and 
were shown the whoo of the processes of production, Every facility 
was given to them, and they took a great deal of pains in testing the light. 
They took away samples both of the pure and unpurified gas. As soon as 
the works were in operation, we began lighting them with this gas. We 
work always all the night through, and have had as many as 300 burners on 
the premises at Saltney during the last eighteen months. We have been 
supplied with no other kind of gas. We have not purified the gas. It has 
given us a good light to work by, and there has been no difficulty in the use 
of it. There is nothing objectionable about it for lighting works. 

By the CommirrEe: We use any kind of burners, If we are in a hurry 
and want to have a light in a particular place we sometimes use an open 
pipe (having any quantity of gas); but as a general rule we use burners. 
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We have always bad a continuous supply of gas; it is as sure as the oil. I 
am familiar with the experiment spoken of by Mr. Rumney of carrying the 
gas through pipes to a considerable distance, and subjecting those pipes to a 
very low temperature. It has no effect upon the gas, ng) exposed to a 
temperature below freezing-point. From my experience, I do not think it 
a condense with any length of pipe. I have some specimens of the oil 
here, [Witness produced several specimens both of crude and refined oil.] 
The crude oil contains about 40 per cent. of the burning oil, about 3 or 4 
per cent. of spirit, and about 20 per cent. of lubricating oil. We also obtain 
at the same time a solid waxy substance, out of which we can make candles. 
This [candle produced] is made from the material when it is refined. They 
are very much used, and are about 15d. per pound of this quality. We do 
not make candles at present; that is one of the things to come. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Horace Luoyp: We have not raised any cannel 
at Trithling at present. At Leeswood there is a waste of gas as distillation 
goes on, as we only use a portion of it. We have not employed it for 
heating purposes at Saltney, except in the offices. The curly cannel yields 
a kind of coke after the oil is extracted, which serves for fuel ; 
and we have plenty of it, so that we do not require gas as fuel. 
There are no burners at Leeswood, because the works are merely 
sheds, and the gas which is burning in the air gives light enough 
I think it was Mr. Roberts, the present chairman of the gas company, 
whom I saw on the “7 my some time ago; but nothing was done towards 
utilizing the gas until Mr. Salisbury joined our company. I have always 
thought it a valuable product. There are now about thirty works on the 
cannel coal-field of Mold, and there are a great number of paraffin-works in 
Scotland, some of which have been established 15 years. The oil varies a 
little, but the coal is entirely different. I have visited other works to see if 
they utilized the gas, but I have never seen anything done withit, except to 
heat the furnaces with it, and to light their own works with it. We have 
oil-works near us which are not so large as ours. The ———- are large 
oil-works, They manufacture paraffin oil—distil it as well as refine it. I do 
not think they do anything with their gas. It is difficult to estimate tem- 
peratures. A great number of results have been stated; the last in the case 
of Young v. Fernie, I believe. I think the temperature just below a red 
heat is about 750° Fahr. If the temperature is increased we get more gas—I 
do not know that it is better—and less oil. On the day when the four gentle- 
men came in January to test the gas, they found the gasholder nearly full. 
That gas was not purified, There was only a small purifier for experiments. 
My first instructions were to let them examine only the gas purified; but 
they said that would not do, and Mr. Rumney then told me to let them do 
as they liked. The gasholder was then emptied two or three times, and fresh 
gas putin. Mr, Barlow and Mr. Jones were present to see it. They never told 
me that they wanted to see whether any condensation took place. I should 
not have prevented them if they had asked to do so. They made a great 
number of applications as to having plugs and so forth. They applied to 
have the syphons pumped. I do not know whether they wished to examine 
them. I do not know the actual result of their experiments. I have tried 
experiments, but not very carefully, with the curly cannel. The illuminating 
power was not always the same. I have never testedit before going through 
the purifier to ascertain the quantity of carbonic acid it contains. I cannot 
say whether it is as much as one-fifth. The diameter of the long pipe em- 
ployed to test the condensation of the gas was 12 inches. The retorts are 
charged once in 24 hours. The coal charge going in somewhat cools them 
down, and they do not get up their regular working heat much before night, 
and most gas comes off during the night, merely from the way of working 
it. Towards the middle of the charge the most gas is given off. What we 
do not use is burned at, several stand-pipes. The light varies during the day, 
because the quantity varies. Iam not a gas engineer. 

Re-examined by Mr. Davison: We burn the gas just as it is produced, 
without refining. We do not put it in anything to keep itin bulk. There 
was nothing which the gentlemen referred to asked me which was not done 
for them. ‘They applied tests to both the purified and the unpurified gas. 
When they first came they were refused permission to have anything to do 
with the unpurified gas, in which there is some amount of carbonic acid and 
a little sulphur. If we are allowed to supply the city of Chester, it must be 
with purified gas. The company have invested £80,000 at Saltney, £9000 
}| or £10,000 at Leeswood, and £2000 or £3000 at Trithling. At Trithling we 
have 90 acres of coal, and in addition we have a contract with the Leeswood 
Company for all the cannel they raise at 17s, 6d. the long ton, and 16s. 4d. the 
ton of 20 cwt. Mr. Young was the patentee of the — of extracting this 
oil. His patent expired in October, 1864. One of the peculiarities in his 
patent was the heat at which it was produced. Since his patent expired we 
have been trying with less heat. We always contended that we worked ata 
less heat than he recommended. At the lowest heat employed we got 3900 
cubic feet of gas per ton of cannel. There is not the slightest difficulty in 
managing the retorts. They are worked with the greatest regularity, and 
some are never put out. We should increase the number of our retorts as 
the demand for gas or oil increased. There are no good oil-works near 
Chester except our own. 

Dr. John Leigh, examined by Mr. Davison. 

I am a member of the Royal College of Surgeons of England, and consult- 
ing chemist to the Gas Committee of the city of Manchester. I have had 
considerable experience in gas matters, and have made chemical examinations 
of gas from 1839 or 1840 down to the present time. I was called in on the 
3rd of November last to visit these works, and between that time and the 
10th of March I made seven visits to Saltney. I have examined the gas 
| produced there, which is at present burning to waste. I was acquainted, 
| before that, with the manufacture of paraffin oil. I found that the gas there 
was produced at a very low temperature, the result being that the company 
got a larger quantity of oil and a less quantity of gas; still there was a large 
quantity of the latter produced. I tested the heat of the retorts. For that 
purpose I introduced two crucibles, one containing metallic antimony, and 
the other containing square plates of zinc, placed one on the other. These 
crucibles were introduced along with the cannel when the retort was charged. 
I allowed them to remain in the retort during the whole period of distillation 
of the cannel, and I withdrew them at the end of the process. I found the 
antimony unaffected by the heat, and exhibiting no marks of fusion, while 
the plates of zinc were only slightly cemented together—they had not under- 
gone perfect fusion. The temperature, therefore, I should say, was con- 
siderably under 1000°. I made some photometric experiments with the gas 
between the 3rd of November and the 10th of March. I directed the gas to 
be purified, pointing out the mode in which it was to be done, that I might 
operate upon it. It was passed through slaked lime. The highest illumi- 
nating ee was 28°6 sperm candles. That was in December, after purifica- 
tion. The lowest illuminating power was 20 candles. 

By the Commitree: The illuminating power of gas depends upon whether 
it is made from cannel or ordinary coal. In Manchester, with cannel, the 
illuminating power averages 21 or 21} candles; made from coal the gas is 
from 12 to 14 candles. 











By Mr. Davison: The usual standard of illuminating power in gas bills 
is 12 or 14 sperm candles. I took a sample of the gas which I tried at Salt- 
ney on the 18th of December, and made an analysis of it. The result was 
that I obtained from 100 parts of the gas 12:1 of illuminating hydrocarbons, 
49°8 of light carburretted hydrogen, 29°2 of hydrogen, 5:1 of carbonic acid, 
3:2 of nitrogen, and 11°6 of oxygen. I may say that in Manchester the gas 
contains these illuminating hydrocarbons in the proportion of 8} to 9}, which 
corresponds to the illuminating power of from 21 to22candles. I never 
examined any gas in England which had so high an illuminating power as 
that which I examined at Saltney. The gas at Manchester is almost ex- 
clusively made from cannel. Sometimes it happens that we cannot get the 
cannel in sufficient quantity, and then a little coal is mixed, but not other- 
wise. I made a separate examination of the illuminating hydrocarbons in 
the gas at Saltney, to ascertain of what they were composed—whether they 
were constituted as the ordinary illuminating matters are—as coal or cannel 
gas are constituted—and I found a difference. A very large constituent of 
ordinary cannel is a gas which is moderately condensable, called benzole. It 
is condensed for the purpose of producing colouring matters, but in this I 
found very little benzole. I found a large quantity of butylene and olefiant 
gas; in fact, the illuminating hydrocarbons consist mainly of butylene and 
olefiant gas, which accounts for this gas being better than others. Butylene 
is a high illuminating gas, and does not condense, whereas to some extent 
benzole does condense. I made acareful examination of the gas before puri- 
fication, by passing it through ammonia and a solution of arsenic to determine 
the amount of sulphuretted hydrogen in it. I found it contained a less 
quantity than ordinarily exists in gas, the chief impurity being carbonic 
acid. There was also a mere trace of bisulphide of carbon. In that, again, 
it differs from the ordinary gas. The temperature at which it is produced 
will not allow of the formation of those substances in large quantities. Sul- 
phuretted hydrogen, and certainly bisulphide of carbon, are produced at high 
temperatures.. I do not know, if ordinary coal and cannel were used in the 
same way as at Saltney, that the gas would have the same high illuminating 
power. The curly cannel is better than the ordinary cannel, and better 
gas is produced from it than from any other that I know of. 
At Manchester we obtain something like 10,000 or 11,000 cubic feet of gas 
4 ton of cannel. varying in illuminating power from 18 to 24 candles. 

ith that illuminating power the hydrocarbons are represented by 8°5 to 
9°25 as against 12-1 at Saltney. At the latter they produce a little 
under 4000 cubic feet of gas per ton. From the high temperature at which 
gas is usually produced, the sulphur and carbon combine. This combination 
does not so much interfere with the lighting power of the gas. The sulphur 
and hydrogen can be removed, but the bisulphide of carbon cannot; there is 
no method which has yet been proposed which can successfully remove it— 
that is the great evil of it. I believe this gas would be very useful at Chester 
and elsewhere. On the Ist of December last I examined the gas of the 
Chester Company as it is supplied at Saltney. The illuminating power was 
equal to 10} candles. Having been accustomed to gas of 22-candle power, I 
was struck with the difference. Looking at the constituents of the gas ob- 
tained at Saltney—being composed mainly of butylene and olefiant gas—it 
appears to me that it ought to be less condensable than ordinary cannel gas. 


.I kept some for a considerable time, not under great pressure, certainly, but 


no condensation took place. This morning, however, I tried it with Dr. 
Franklin at the Royal Institution, and reduced it to a pressure of six or 
seven atmospheres, and no condensation took place up to five orsix. We 
then tried the cannel gas supplied to the institution, and found that under a 


ressure of three or four atmospheres the condensation was considerable. | | 


here is, therefore, no objection to this gas in that point of view. ‘There is 
no objection to it which p as a chemist, in the course of my experiments, 
have been able to find. I believe they have this shale at Bathgate, near the 
Monklands and Edinburgh Railway, and I have heard that they are looking 
forward to supplying gas there. It is not an absolutely new idea; I heard 
of it some months ago; but, if itis a new idea, it is avery goodone. In 
point of purity and illuminating power, I know nothing equal to it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Horace Lioyp: I have never been personally 
engaged in the manufacture of gas. The gas at Manchester has passed 
through my hands for twenty-five years, and I have the chemical examina- 
tion of it. I have designed improvements at the works in reference to the 
purification of the gas, which have been carried out. The process of making 
ordinary gas is different from that adopted at Saltney, and gives different 
results. The pyrometric experiments I made there took place about two 
years ago. I have not made experiments with the view of ascertaining the 
heat at which they work since. I tested the illuminating power in December 
last. The gas I tested was that contained in a gasholder, and obtained at 
equal intervals of distillation, so that an average could be obtained of the 
product as near as possible. I requested that this might be done, in order 
that I should not be examining the gas at any particular time. ‘The inter- 
vals extended over about twenty-four hours, The oil constantly varies in 
specific gravity, according to the period in the distillatory process at which it 
is treated and the heat at which it is distilled. Ido not know that the gas 
would vary as the specific gravity of the oil is more or less; there would be 
some relation. I found 144 per cent. of carbonic acid when I tested it. 

Mr. Horace Luoyp: Will it surprise you to hear that the gentlemen 
who were there on the 17th of January got as much as 20 per cent. ? 

Witness : 14} per cent. was the most I got. 

Cross-examination continued: My experiments upon the gas of the Chester 
Company were made in Mr. Salisbury’s own room. He was burning gas at 
the time. I said: ‘* Your gas is very dull;”’ and I was asked to try it. I 
had the apparatus there, and I didso. Ido not know whether the result of 
that private experiment was communicated to the gas company. I have not 
seen anything of the paraffin light except at these works. I first saw it 
with a view to test it on the 3rd of November last. I had seen it burning a 
couple of years previously as a waste product. I have not been consulted by 
~ of the other paraffin oil companies on this subject. 

e-examined by Mr. Davison: The experiments I made this morning are 
conclusive that no condensation is possible after this gas is put in the gas- 
holder. Ordinary gas is more likely to condense. 
Dr. Edward Frankland, examined by Mr. Davison. 

Iam a Fellow of the Royal Society, and professor of chemistry in the 
Royal Institution of Great Britain. 1 have paid a great deal of attention to 
the question of the purity and illuminating power of gas during the last 
fifteen years. I believe there is only one company in London which supplies 
cannel gas—the Western Company. All the other companies supply ordinary 
coal gas, the standard of illuminating power being 12 sperm candles. I be- 
lieve the standard of cannel gas put into bills in Parliament is 15 candles, 
but I do not know exactly. On Saturday, the 10th inst., I was at the works 
at Saltney. I had paid one visit menage I was accompanied on this oc- 
casion by Dr. Leigh and Mr. Rumney. found a large quantity of gas 
which had been produced in the process of making the oil being burnt from 
tall stand-pipes in various parts of the works. It was passing out as it was 
made in the retorts, and being burnt in order to get rid of it, and for illumi- 
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nating purposes. I have made twelve experiments upon this gas. ‘he mean 
pons Ps that the illuminating power is 19-3 standar canto, Gs gas burn- 
ing at the rate of 5 cubic feet per hour, but in consequence of the richness of 
it, I was not able to burn so much. My experiments were made on an aver- 
age consumption of 3°4 cubic feet per hour. That circumstance was greatly 
to the disadvantage of the gas. The illuminating power if burnt at the rate 
of 5 cubic feet would have been 20 candles, but calculating from this lower 
standard it was 19°32. That was the purified gas. I tested the quality of 
the gas, and found it free from the ordinary impurities, and also nearly free 
from the irreparable impurity—bisulphide of carbon—which cannot be re- 
moved if present in gas, by any practicable process. That is the great diffi- 
culty in gas manufacture in the presentday. In this gas there was a mere 
trace of it, but the amount was so small it was scarcely perceptible. 

Mr. Davison: Do you agree with Dr. Leigh that no coal gas was ever 
supplied of a quality equal to that which you tested > 

Witness : It is perfectly impossible to manufacture and deliver to the 
public by the ordinary processes of manufacture a gas at all approaching to 
this in purity; it can | be done by increasing the price very much beyond 
what is at present charged. 

Examination continued: The reason of the superiority of this gas is the 
very small quantity manufactured per ton of cannel, and also the rich 
quality of the material itself from which it is made. Ihave heard of the 
supply of gas from these oil-works before. The oil-works of this country 
are developing with great rapidity, and there is a great future for the treat- 
ment of coal by this process. The gas which has hitherto been thrown away 
as useless in such enormous quantities would if utilized effect a very great 
saving of coal, and be a great boon to the public, who would have an article 
of greater value. There is no difficulty whatever in the utilization of this 
gas for the supply of Chester, either with reference to its purity or to the 
continuance of supply, or to excellence of illuminating power. Dr. Leigh 
and I have tested its condensable quality, and the result is, that it would not 
condense either in the holder or on its way. Its condensation is considerably 
less than that of ordinary gas. I made a distinct analysis of the gas at 
Saltney. My results differ somewhat from Dr. Leigh’s, inasmuch as the gas 
was not then of so high an illuminating power as the sample upon which he 
operated. I found that the hydrocarbons were 8-08 Voy! cent., light car- 
buretted hydrogen and hydrogen 8-30, and carbonic oxide 8°52. There is no 
difficulty in removing the carbonic acid, of which there is an excess in the 
crude gas—viz., 6°9 per cent. In the purified gas there was not 1: trace of it. 
I know of no possible application of this gas except that of burning it beneath 
steam-boilers, &c., which would be a great waste, and the utiliz’ng it fer the 
purpose of lighting Chester. Our experiments are concl.wsive hat <here is 
no way of making it into oil. At Bathgate the oil-works are in the hands of 
a company, and it is in contemplation to apply the gas there sutaineu vo the 
lighting of Edinburgh. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Horace Lroyn: All my experiments were made 

on the same day. The highest illuminating power obtained was 20-1, and 
the lowest 18°9, That variation occurred in about three hours. I would 
not say it was a real variation in the gas, it was rather a variation in the 
reading of the photometer. Dr. Leigh’s experiments were not made at the 
same time as mine. No doubt the illuminating power may vary from 28 
down to 18 candles, unless the whole charge from one working is received 
|into one large holder, Such a holder does not exist at present, so that it is 
| difficult to get a fair average of the gas made at these works. There has 
|been no experiment which enables me to say positively that they could 
secure aregular mean. I am not aware that as much as 20 per cent. of 
carbonic acid has been found in this gas. Supposing it were so that would 
not necessarily indicate a considerable difference of illuminating power on 
the two occasions of testing. I have made no experiments upon the rela- 
tive illuminating powers of these gases containing various proportions of 
carbonic acid. There would be a difference, but to what extent I do not 
know. On all occasions when I was about to experiment the company knew 
I was coming. I made experiments upon the crude gas by passing it 
through a tube 800 feet long exposed to a temperature below the freezing- 
| point of water, and I ascertained that it retained precisely the same illumi- 
|nating power. I saw all the retorts at work and examined the furnaces, and 
found that they were working at a heat somewhat below redness; none of 
them were up to red heat. On one occasion the gas I experimented upon 
had been collected in a holder, and on the other occasion it was partly col- 
lected during my stay on the works. I found no difference between the two. 
I did not ascertain whether they each contained the same amount of carbonic 
acid. I have not analyzed any samples of the oil. 
Mr. Denison said this was the case for the promoters, with the exception 
of the evidence of Mr. Salisbury, the chairman of the company, who would 
have been called if he had not at that moment been engaged in another 
committee-room. His evidence would give a history of the negotiations with 
the gas company of which he was formerly the chairman. 

The CuarrMAN said Mr. Salisbury could be called hereafter by either party. 

Mr. Burke then proceeded to address the committee on behalf of the 
Chester United Gas Company in opposition to the preamble of the bill. 
During his speech Mr, Salisbury entered the room, and at the close, after 
same discussion, 

The CuAtRMAN said the committee were of opinion that Mr. Salisbury 
might be examined. 

E. G. Salisbury, Esq., examined by Mr. DENIson. 

Treside near Chester, and am the chairman of the Flintshire Oil and 
Cannel Company. The shareholders of that company empowered the 
directors to proceed with such amended bill as they thought desirable. I 
suppose Mr. Humfrey explained how the cannel is used, and that it throws 
off a light that is called a paraffin light ; that is, in point of fact, as I under- 
stand it, the first thing that is thrown off from the cannel, and for our pur- 
Poses it must be called a residuum, our company being established for the 
purpose of manufacturing oil and not gas. This is the first effect of the heat, 
and a moderate heat makes it begin to rise, and we call it paraffin light. We 
have been burning it fora long time. I found before I was chairman that 
they were burning several hundred lights there; but I wished to have the 
thing tried under purification, and engineers were employed to purify the 
article. The result was in the two or three first experiments that it gave the 
light of 28 candles illuminating power. The quantity thrown off depends 
upon the pressure on it. I have no doubt their lordships have observed that 
the gas burned in the Houses of Parliament gives a very brilliant light, and 
that is the nearest approach to the light we refer to in this bill. I think the 
gas used in these Houses, which is 26-candle gas, is rather below ours. I do 
not burn it in my house; I use the Chester Gas Company’s gas. We area 
mile and a half from the works, and have no power to bring it up. In the 
works it has been used for the last three or four years, and is actually the 
only light by which the works are carried on. 

Mr. Denison: There being this residuum—as we must call it, for want of 
a better name—you have an estimate of what that residuum has proved in 
the course of the year, and what it is worth? 











_ Witness : The residuum was measured. When I found they had got thie 
light to deal with, I did not wish to do anything that appeared to be hostile 
to the Chester Company, and if it had turned out to be a small quantity, I 
should not have advieed my company to gofor a bill. But I had it measured, 
and found the quantity we wasted every year was 50 million cubic feet. I 
took that at 2s. per 1000 feet to supply it, as I then intended, to the Chester 
Company, and I found it was worth £5000 to our company—that we were 
wasting that every year. 

Examination continued: The Chester Company’s present price of gas is 
4s.; it was 4s, 6d., until about a fortnight or three weeks ago. There being 
this waste, valued at the smallest calculation at £5000, there is no other | 
in which it can be got rid of except by taking it to the nearest town that 
know of. We were very anxious to utilize the light, and the first thing I 


did, when I found its value, was to ask our manager whether he could not |} 


condense it into oil, and he had various experiments made on it, but they all 
failed. He found it was not a condensable substance, and that it could only 
be used for lighting purposes. I believe that has been verified by witnesses 
called; at all events, they convinced me of the soundness of that notion. 
This is the last resource left to us to avoid this enormous waste. I was the 
chairman of the Chester Gas Company until the 29th of January, 1859. I 
first became chairman, I think, in 1854, before the amalgamation with an- 
other company. It was then called the Rhoodee Company. The works 
had been in existence since 1851. The Rhoodee Company’s works were 
started by a friend of mine, Mr. Hyfield, the brother-in-law of one of the 
members for Derbyshire. He came to borrow money, and I lent him sums 
of money, which amounted at last to £13,000 or £14,000, and that is how I 
became connected with it. The old company had been in existence since 
1817, and they had from time to time got up oppositions in Chester, all of 
which had failed until these works were established by Mr. Hyfield. When- 
ever an opposition was threatened they lowered their price; their price was 
originally 20s. per 1000 feet, then they lowered it to 15s., then to 10s. 6d., 
then to 8s, 4d., then to 6s. 8d,, and then to 5s. 6d., and they stood at that. 
Mr. Hyfield went on with his works, and he undertook to supply a better 
light at 4s. 6d. Assoon as he lit the town from his works they dropped 
their price to 4s., and Mr. Hyfield, in consequence of those works, got into 
difficulties ; it almost ruined him. After 1 became chairman, there was a 
fight about an amalgamation, and it ended in the new company’s following 
up the old one by arrangement. Since then the price has been until lately 
4s. 6d. The old company, before the amalgamation, found it would not 
answer to compete with the new company at 4s., and any | advanced to 
4s, 6d.; and the price continued at that until within the last fortnight, 
subject to discount. Mr, Hyfield began his operations as a private indi- 
vidual. He obtained his Act of Parliament in 1858, For some time he 
supplied gas without the regulations of an Act of Parliament, breaking up 
the streets with the consent of the corporation. They granted him a licence 
on very liberal terms, viz., £10 per annum. The other company had no Act 
until the Amalgamation Act in 1858, They carried on for a great number 
of years as a private company; but I think in 1848 or 1849 they formed 
themselves into a joint-stock company, under the Joint-Stock Companies 
Act; and so they continued until they came for parliamentary powers; £0 
that all Chester, until 1858, was supplied by private individuals, or private 
companies, as distinct from parliamentary companies, and all the time with 
the sanction of the corporation. I have the accounts of the amalgamated 
companies here, and if you will allow meI will refer to them. I find that 
their first report issued was made up to the 3lst of December, 1858, and at 
that time their capital was about £61,000, and £30,000 of that was pre- 
ference stock, at 7 per cent. They paid 3} per cent. for the half-year 
from the 30th of June to the 3ist of December. They were not amal- 
gamated until the 30th of June. They paid 7 per cent. upon that portion 
of their capital, and upon the residue of their capital they paid 2} per 
cent. for that half year. Their earnings were equal to 6 per cent. per annum. 
I retired from the chair at the end of 1858, and I was then succeeded 
by Mr. Roberts, who is here; and in that year they declared a dividend 
of 7 per cent. upon the preference stock, and 6 per cent. upon the 
ordinary stock ; and they carried over to the reserve-fund £158 163. 10d, 
Before I left the company I advised my board to open a reserve-fund, and it 
was opened, and a sum of money stands to its credit on the 3lst day of De- 
cember, 1858, of £501 1s. 8d. Then Mr. Roberts, who succeeded me, conti- 
nued the same policy, and carried a balance of £158 for the year. In 1860 
they divided 7 per cent. on their preference, and 8 per cent. free from 
income-tax, upon their ordinary stock, but that year they closed the reserve- 
fund altogether, and na | debited working expenses with £300 to what they 
called a contingent-fund; and the balance after that they carried over— 


£140 11s. 9d.—to a profit and loss account; so that during that year 1860, 


when their profits were increasing, they closed altogether the reserve-fund. 
There is no provision in the Gas Clauses Act for a contingent-fund that I 
am aware of. In 1861 they declared 7 per cent. upon their preference, and 
9 per cent., free of income-tax, upon their ordinary stock, having again 
devoted £400 to the contingent-fund. In 1862 they divided 7 per cent. 
upon their preference stock, and 10 per cent. upon their ordinary stock; 
carrying £500 to the contingent-fund; and in 1863 they diviced 7 per cent. 
upon their preference stock, and 10 per cent. upon their ordinary stock, and 
33s. 4d. in addition, towards making up their past dividends, to £11 14s, 4d. 
The provision in their Act of Parliament, incorporating the Gas Clauses Act, 
was that they could pay 10 per cent. upon their ordinary stock, and recoup 
themselves out of the reserve-fund for anything short in any previous years. 
This year they not only paid £11 13s. 4d., but also carried again to contin- 
gencies £500, which was first charged to working expenses. In 1864 they 
paid 10 per cent. on their ordinary stock, and 13s. 1d. to make up deficien- 
cies; again carrying £500 to meet contingencies. In 1865 they paid 7 per 
cent. upon their preference stock, and 10 per cent. upon their ordinary stock ; 
again debiting contingencies with £500. So that the contingent-fund stood 
on the 3lst of December, 1865, at the sum of £2436 14s. 1d. 

The Cuarrman : Is the object of this evidence to show that the dividend 
has been 10 per cent. ? 

Witness: Yes; and this remarkable paragraph occurs in the report :— 
‘* Until the time for making up arrears of dividend had expired, the direc- 
tors were not in a position to festa the creation of the reserve-fund. The 
period for doing this having now arrived, the proprietors will see that 
£854 18s., being the surplus of earnings in former years, ending the 31st 
December, 1864, has been invested in Consols.’’ I have stated already that 
I had opened the reserve-fund with £501 before I left the company in 1859. 
That was closed in 1861. They had two accounts opened, a reserved fund 
and a contingent-fund, with these amounts to their credit. 

The Cuarrnman: That would be an accumulation beyond dividend, which 
you say ought to have gone towards a diminution of charge ? 

Witness : The ym npn certainly ought. 

Mr. Denison : And the company are in a very flourishing condition ? 

Witness : Yes. 

Mr. Denison: You have a circular there which I have net got? 
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Witness : Yes. I ought to tell you, if Mr. Denison will pardon me for 
doing so without the question being put to me, that this is the state of 
things:—I was member for Chester in 1857, and I had a double duty to 
perform—my duty to the company, and my duty to my constituents. When 
this Amalgamation Bill was promoted there was great opposition to it, and 
we had, in 1856, issued a circular on behalf of the united companies, in 
which this paragraph appears: ‘“‘ The estimated profits upon the make of 
gas in 1857 is about 8 per cent. per annum, but it is not intended to divide 
the net earnings of the company in full, by way of profit, until a reserve- 
fund has been formed, out of which the plant of the company can be kept in 
a good state of repair, so as to keep down the leakage and waste incident to 
works of this nature, at the lowest possible rate per cent.” Then we went 
for the Act of Parliament in 1858, considering that we had two capitals to 
pay upon, the old oommnys and our own. 

The Cuarrman: What is the object of this evidence, except to prove that 
the old company is very flourishing ? 

Mr. DENIson (to witness): The understanding, as it may be termed, 
upon which the bill of 1858 was got, Mg ey the company would not take 
their maximum dividend of 10 per cent., but be contented with 8 per cent. ? 

Witness : That is so. 

Mr. Dentson: And you pledged the company, as far as you could, to take 
that 8 per cent. ? 

Witness ; Yes. 

Mr. Horace Lioyp: You, Mr. Salisbury, know I think that all that was 
done in this respect, was done under the opinion of counsel, fairly taken on 
a case laid before him, he giving a distinct opinion that it was legally 
justifiable > 

Witness : No. 

The CHAIRMAN stated {that the committee were of opinion that this 
matter should not be gone into. 

Mr. Denison (to witness): Did you announce to the people of Chester 
that the comeeny would not derive more than 8 per cent. ? 

Witness: Not more than 7 per cent. was in the bill as originally promoted ; 
that is, the bill I promoted in the session of 1858 on behalf of the company ; 
and there is a provision in that that the dividends shall not exceed 7 per 
cent. The corporation would not take that, and they insisted that the com- 
pany should give them a bill confirming existing agreements, and under 
that they might take 10 per cent. on the ordinary capital, if they pleased ; 
and so far as I could pledge the company, I always let the public of Chester 
understand that when the dividends exceeded 7 per cent. on the capital all 
round, the prices should be reduced. 

Examination continued: The standard of illuminating power was 15 can- 
dles. The company have given us that since the notice for this bill ap- 
peared, but before that time the supply was very bad indeed—for the past 
three — and Dr. Leigh happened to be at my house one night, when I 
asked him to test the ——. and he tested it, and found it was 10} or 10}. 
No doubt sometimes it may have been as high as 15 or 16, but at other times 
it has been so bad I have been getty obliged to use candles. We have 
made an offer of this material to the Chester Company. I was very anxious 
that this article should be offered to the company before we came to ask for 
a bill, and when the directors called attention to it, I said I could do nothing 
in it unless they let me offer it to the company. Then, in November, I ad- 
dressed a letter to the chairman of the Chester Company asking him to meet 
me to see if they could utilize it, and the correspondence went on until the 
14th of February, when they finally declined. 

Mr. Dentson: They did not see their way, although you gave them 28 
candles to see it? 

Witness : Quite so. I am bound to say that Mr. Roberts acted very fairly 
in the matter, but they have not seen their way to utilize this on their own 
account ; it is a valuable commodity to us, and we want Parliament to au- 
thorize us to utilize it. Chester is increasing rapidly. Knowing what I do 
of the place, I do not think they can go on supplying the whole of the city 
without laying out additional money; and if tiditional money is to be laid 
out, it may as well be laid out in obtaining a better gas. It is better it 
should be laid out in this way than in extending the capacity of their mains, 
for the capacity of their mains is small. Chester is so constituted that it is 
a very convenient city for dividing into districts. The price named in our 
bill is 3s, 6d., and if the bill is passed it is tolerably obvious that that must 
be the price for the old as well as the new gas company. We are not to 
divide more than 8 per cent., so that as we increase the dividend the price 
is lowered. 

By the Commitrze: Our company is a company to make oil. The capital 
that we should have to expend for the purpose of this undertaking would be 
a separate capital; we should have to put up a gasholder or two, to carry 
the mains throughout the city, and so on; and I have estimated that upon 
the best calculations I could form on a given sum. Then we have this waste 
article, which we place to a separate account at a price—say, for instance, 
2s., the price I valued it at—and so we get £5000 for that which we are 
unable to use. No doubt the company is a sort of Siamese Twin company, 
| but a provision in the bill is that the amount shall be kept separate ; and 
| Suppose we are able to supply the gas at 3s. 6d., and to get a dividend of 
| 8 per cent. 
| ‘The Cuarrman : There is no restriction as to the price at which the oil 
| company are to supply it to the gas company ? 
| Witness : No; Isee what your lordship means, and there should be some 
| provision for that. Your lordship means that if the profits are ver large at 
| 3s. 6d., our oil company might sell their oil at 2s. 6d. instead of 2s., and 
| keep the dividend down to 8 per cent., and certainly some provision ought 

to be made as to that; but there will be no difficulty in that respect. We 
| must give the public the benefit of the reduction in price, when the dividend 
| reaches 8, 9, or 10 per cent. i 

By Mr. Denison: I am told we should have to expend £25,000 in putting 
| up . gasholder, &c., and in the purchase of meters which we engage to 

supply. 
| By the Commrrrre: We could only supply gas to Chester up to the 
| quantity we are making. We should be under an obligation to supply gas and 
| liable to penalties if we did not. The Gas Clauses Act being incorporated 
| in our bill, we should be under precisely the same restrictions as other com- 
| panies, We should begin to supply gas gradually. I do not suppose we 
are to take the whole of the lighting of Chester into our hands; that must 
| be a gradual process, and I say frankly, I thought the Chester Company 
| would have taken it. I am not asking your lordships to authorize the com- 
| pany to take the whole of it, I am willing to take one-half of the district at 
|a valuation, and relieve the old company of that. Chester has not been 
supplied properly. My impression is that the amount the Ches er Gas Com- 
| pany now supply, is from 65 to 70 million cubic feet per annum; but I do 
| not think, from my knowledge of Chester, that the city is more than two- 
thirds supplied, probably not half, We could supply 50 millions at present. 
We can serve at present not far from the whole gas supply of Chester. 
This company is rapidly increasing its works. I suppose Mr. Humfrey has 








said that we have works near Mold, and works near Chester. If we in- 
crease we could increase near Chester instead of near Mold. - | impression 
is that within twelve months we could give the gas company all they want, 
If we can make 28-candle gas, a very much smaller quantity will give the 
same amount of light; that would be a benefit to the public. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Horace Luoyp: Mr. Roberts met me fairly, and 
employed two engineers and two chemists at my suggestion to examine the 
gas, and to point out whether it was a thing that could be utilized. I have 
not seen their report. I do not know that it was the duty of the company 
to be guided by the opinion of those a. The competition in the 
supply of gas at Chester lasted till 1856, when the amalgamation took place, 
That amalgamation was principally brought about by myself, and the 
reason was this: I had got £18,000 in the Rhoodee works, and the other 
company were underselling us. It was not for the pee of preventin 
competition. I did not leave the company immediately afterwards—not ti 
1859, after the passing of the Act. 1 ought to | that at the time I left 
the company I was a large holder of stock in it. The company were placed 
under the provisions of the Gas Clauses Act, were bound to supply 15-candle 
gas, and the corporation had the power to test. That power was never 
exercised while Tou in the company. I do not know whether they have 
still the power; I dare say they have. I have never applied to the corpora- 
tion to exercise it; I have taken a more practical course. I thought the 
supply was deficient, and I spent a large amount of money in putting a main 
down from their works to my house; and when I found after that I was 
short of gas, I a agg to my friends in the ——. and said they were 
acting very foolishly in not giving a better gas. 4 e road, my house is 
about a mile and a half from the works. I do not know that the directors 
have acted under the advice of counsel in reference to the contingent-fund, 
There is no provision in this bill for a separate capital for the gas-works as 
distinguished from the other operations of the company, but when the bill was 
sent to me I wrote to our agent to say that there ought to be a provision 
fixing the maximum amount of capital to be raised, and I made other sug- 
gestions which he undertook to bring before their lordships in the amended 
ill. He was to see Lord Redesdale on those points, and Lord Redesdale 


suggested that the bill should not only be amended in that ow but that 
we ought to dissolve the company, and reincorporate it under 

Clauses Act as well as the Joint-Stock Companies Act. 

oy to state. that the company must 


e Companies 


Lord OversTonE: Do I understand 
be dissolved, and a new company forme 

Witness : It is a mere formality. 

Mr. Horace Lioyp: That they have done ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Horace Lioyp: But with no limitation as to what part of the capital 
they shall apply to the one or other portion of the undertaking ? 

. Witness ; All that is limited ; Lord Redesdale knows that, and it will be 
imited. 

Lord OversToNE: Are we to adjudicate upon a bill before us on an 
understanding of that sort ? 

Witness : No; I may have been misinformed, but I understood this bill 
would have to be submitted to Lord Redesdale, and that in its amended form 
it would come before your lordships. 

Mr. Dentson said the only question before their lordships now was, whe- 
ther they should pass the preamble. Anything with reference to the clauses 
could be considered hereafter. 

Mr. Horace Luoyp said the new clauses involved a principle upon the 
preamble. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was quite open to Mr. Lloyd to argue the question 
with reference to how this company was to be a gas company and an oil 
company separately and jointly. 

Lord OverstonE: Has there ever been any complaint in Chester as to 
the state of the gas ? 

Witness : I must answer that question with the reservation that I am an 
interested witness ; but there has been for several years a complaint in the 
= that the gas is dear and bad. 

y the CommiTTEE: I have not a copy of their bill here. The company 
have the same powers that we are about to take with reference to breaking 
up the streets and roads. They are the ordinary clauses governed by the 
Gas-Works Clauses Act. y 

Mr. Horace Lioyp: This bill goes further than the Gas Clauses Act, 
and extends its powers. 


Turspay, Marcu 13, 

As soon as counsel were admitted this morning, 

The CuarRMAn said: The committee have come to the following resolu- 
tion :—‘* Although the committee are of opinion, judging from the evidence 
they have heard, which is that of the promoters only, that the application of 
parafiin light to the purposes of public lighting would be advantageous, they 
think it inexpedient to give to a company formed to carry out the various 
objects mentioned in the Articles of Association the powers of the Gas 
Clauses Act for that purpose. They consider that the provisions of that Act 
as to the limitation of dividend could not be satisfactorily carried out; they 
are, therefore, of opinion that the preamble is not proved.” 

Mr. Davison asked whether that resolution would prevent the promoters 
from applying for incorporation. Striking out those portions which related 
to gas, they were desirous of obtaining an Act of Parliament under which 
= should be in future an incorporated company. 

he CHAIRMAN asked if there was any opposition to that on the other side. 

Mr. Horace Luovyp said his mouth was closed about that. He supposed 

they would give notice on the other side—they could do it in another way. | 

r. Davison said it was entirely within their notice, and he intended to} 
satisfy their lordships on that point. His learned friend said they could do | 
it another way. They could certainly come under the Companies Clauses | 
Act, and become a limited company. But they wished for incorporation by’ 
Act of Parliament, and he did not see what the Chester Gas Company had} 
to do with it under their petition. | 

The CuarrMaN : Practically you would have to strike out nine-tenths of 
your clauses, 

Mr. Davison: Quite so. 

Mr. Burke did not see what case had been made out for the necessity of 
such athing. The petitioners had been brought there on one bill, and this 
was entirely another. It must go to Lord Redesdale. 

Mr. Davison said he was quite content to go to Lord Redesdale ; and, of 
course, should go to Lord Redesdale as an unopposed bill. But, after their 
lordships resolution, it was respectful he should ask that they did not by 
that decision preclude them from going to Lord Redesdale. 

Lord OversToNE said the committee were sitting there as people of com- 
mon sense, not as lawyers. The bill which came before them was a bill to 
authorize a company to perform certain operations as a gas company 10 
Chester. That proposal the committee rejected; and now they did not 
know what their proper functions were. 
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Mr. Davison said he did not ask for more than this. He did not ask 
them to vary their decision one tittle ; but he did ask them respectfully not 
to preclude them by that decision from going to Lord Redesdale on the other 

of the bill. Their lordships would perhaps allow him to tell them how 
it was they were in this predicament. The notice included that which they 
were now seeking, and which he hoped their lordships would allow them to 
do, namely, to incorporate their existing company. All that they desired 
was to incorporate the company, and then to take powers to supply gas. But 
the gentleman who drew this bill thought the other was the proper course. 
When they came before Lord Redesdale, his lordship said we ee they came 
to the committee they must come with a bill in the shape first indicated. 
Accordingly, desiring to carry out that proposition, they moulded their bill 
as quickly as they possibly could. All in asked now was, that they might 
be allowed to apply for power to incorporate. 

The CuarrMAN said: Your Act will then consist of the preamble very 
much amended, your title amended, your incorporation of general Acts 
amended ; and, then, the last three or four clauses of your bill will be all 
that remain. I do not see why you cannot go to Lord Redesdale with the 
resolution. 

Mr. Davison said that was all they asked—that the committee disapprove 
of the gas part of the bill, and left Lord Redesdale to deal with the rest. 

Mr. BuRKE said the proposed alteration in the bill would not be covered 
by the terms of the notice, and the promoters ought not to be allowed to pro- 
ceed with their bill in any form, the preamble having been declared by the 
committee nut proved. 

Mr. Davison said, if all those portions of the bill which related to the 
power of supplying the city of Chester with gas were struck out, and if the 
amendments were made in the preamble and clauses introduced with a view 
to the incorpcration of the company, the resolution of the committee would 
be substantially carried out, and the bill might be referred to the chairman 
of committees. 

Lord OversTongE said, what the effect of that might be he could not pre- 
tend to say ; but the intention of the committee was to reject the proposal to 
enable an oil company to light the city of Chester with gas. Beyond that, 
oz did not wish to throw any impediment in the way of the promoters. 

he CuarrMAN then quitted the room, and on his return, having con- 
ferred with his colleagues, said: The committee, after duly considering this 
matter and taking some advice, adhere to their decision that the preamble is 

not proved. 
ry 


(Before the Duke of Bucktncuam, Chairman; Earl Devamers, Ear 
Duciz, Earl Somers, and Lord WHARNCLIFFE.) 
Fripay, Marcu 2. 
UNITED GENERAL GAS (DUBLIN) BILL. 

Mr. Burke, Q.C., and Mr. RicHarps, appeared for the promoters; Mr. 
| RopwEL1, Q.C., and Mr. Braprorp, for the corporation of Dublin, peti- 
| tioners against the bill. 

{| Mr. Burke said the object of the bill in its present form was merely to 
| enable the United General Gas Company to compete the arrangements with 
‘ the Alliance Gas Company which their lordshipe sanctioned on the previous 
_day; and, as he stated when opening that case to the committee, he should 
| not feel it necessary to inflict a speech upon them in calling their attention 
|to the present bill. There was no opposition to it, and therefore he should 
| 











be only wasting their lordships time if he did more than call a witness or 
two to give formal evidence of the statements made in the preamble. 

Mr. RopWELt said it was true there was no opposition to this bill, but he 
appeared in opposition to the preamble of the next bill (Limerick), and 
should their lordships now declare this bill proved, he should be precluded 
from bringing before them an important matter which they ought to con- 
| Sider in dealing with that case. 

The CHAIRMAN : Then there is no opposition to this bill? 

Mr. Ropwe..: You will find it necessary, I think, to make an alteration 
in the preamble. 

The CHAIRMAN: We do not deal with the preamble; that goes to Lord 
Redesdale. 

Mr. Burke: In order to satisfy my learned friend, I am willing to take 
the Limerick Bill now and postpone this. It will not take five minutes 
| afterwards ; there will, I apprehend, be no vexatious opposition to it. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall report this bill to the House for reference to 
Lord Redesdale as an unopposed bill. 


UNITED GENERAL GAS (LIMERICK) BILL. 

Mr. Burke, Q.C., and Mr. RicHarps, appeared for the promoters; Mr. 
Ropwe.t, Q.C., and Mr. Braprorp, for the corporation of Limerick, in 
opposition thereto. 

fr. BURKE said in this case he appeared with his learned friend, Mr. 
Richards, in support of this bill, the object of which was to provide for the 
better lighting of the city of Limerick with gas, and for incorporating for 
that purpose the shareholders of the United General Gaslight mn yo 
The preamble, after reciting the letters patent of the United General Gas 
Bill, to which their lordships attention had been called in the previous in- 
quiry, stated that under and by virtue of the powers in the said letters 
patent contained, the company had acquired and were now in possession of 
gas-works at Limerick, and were now lighting that city with gas. He 
would here remark that under that charter the company had no limitation 
as to the price they might charge, the illuminating power and purity of the 
gas supplied, nor the rate of dividend to which they were entitled. It was 
H a charter granted many years ago, before gas matters were so well under- 
stood as at present, and when companies were left to regulate these things 
for themselves as they best could. The preamble then recited that the com- 
pany had works at Dublin, Kingstown, and Bray, and were gy en 
places with gas, which works were referred to in the bill as ‘‘ the Dublin 
undertaking.” Then it recited that the capital of the company was 
£500,000, divided into 10,000 shares of £50 each, whereof 9000 had been 
issued and were fully paid up, and that the company did not owe anything 
on mortgage or soe It then proceeded: ‘‘ And whereas, the sum of | 
£20,250, part of the said capital, has been devoted to the said works at 
Limerick, and whereas it is expedient that the said sum of £20,250 should 
be formed into a separate capital distinct from the other capital of the 
United Company, and should alone be entitled to the dividends payable out 
of the profits derived fram the works at Limerick ; and that the holders of 
the said separate capital should be incorporated as a separate company 
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the company’), for the purpose of maintaining 
and extending the said works at Limerick and lighting the said city with 
gas, free from all the debts and liabilities of the United Company with re- | 
spect to the Dublin undertaking.”” The committee would recollect that in | 
the bill they had already sanctioned the separation of the Dublin under- | 
taking was allowed, and the company were permitted to dispose of those | 
works, This was the only portion remaining, and the preamble, after re- 











ferring to the bill which had just passed the committee, recited that ‘it is 
expedient that the said letters patent should be annulled, and that the 
powers of the company for lighting Limerick with gas should be extended, 
and that the company should be authorized to raise additional capital for | 
the ow of extending and improving their works at Limerick.” 
The Cxarmmman: You provide also for the dissolution of the United 
General Company. , 
Mr. Burke said no doubt that was the case. The company were incorpo- 
rated by charter for the purpose of lighting various places in England and 
Ireland, but their operations were at present confined to Dublin and Lime- |’ 
rick. So far as the former was concerned, the letters patent were annulled || 
by the bill already passed, and they now sought to divest themselves of the | | 
other powers contained in the charter, and to plave their Limerick under- | 
taking under the regulation of a special Act of Parliament. Last session 
the whole of the questions relating to the affairs of the company were before || 
the House of Lords, and it was then felt that the better course to adopt was || 
to repeal the letters patent, and obtain an Act of Parliament for both places. | | 
The company were now here for the purpose, and should this bill receive the | | 
sanction of the Legislature, the company, for the first time, would be under |} 
those wholesome restrictions which were contained in all modern gas Acts— | 
limiting their price, prescribing their illuminating power, and fixing their | 
maximum dividends. Their lordships would find that the bill was opposed | 
solely by the corporation of Limerick. The inhabitants of that city appeared | 
to be perfectly satisfied that the bill should pass—as, indeed, they would | 
have every reason to be, seeing the advantages which it would secure to 
them. Having thus briefly stated the facts recited in the preamble, he must | 
refer for a few minutes to the facts stated in the petition of the corporation, || 
prefacing his remarks by stating that the population of Limerick was between | i 
40,000 and 50,000, and therefore the same reasons did act anny to that city | 
as to Dublin with reference to the price of gas. By this bill it was proposed 
to fix the maximum price at 5s. per 1000 cubic feet, instead of 4s. Gd., and | 
the illuminating power was fixed at 14 sperm candles, as against 16 in Dublin. | 
This company were the first to supply gas in Limerick, and after they had | 
| 





| 
} 


done so for some time, another company was established in competition with 
them. That company came to grief; they failed in instituting a successful ‘| 
opposition to the United General, and got into embarrassed circumstances. 
He was told it was capable of proof that persons connected with the corpora- | 
tion of Limerick were the persons connected with the new company, and | 
when that company got into a state of insolvency, the corporation were in- | 
duced to take the works into their own hands under very peculiar circum- | | 
stances. The result had been that that which in the hands of a private 
company proved an unsuccessful speculation, was found more unsuccessiul still 
in the hands of the corporation, who had carried on the works at a great loss | 
to the inhabitants. The corporation had been conducting a trading operation | | 
at the risk of the ratepayers, and had imposed upon them a great annual || 
loss thereby. And these were the gentlemen now opposing the bill of the | | 
company, and seeking to prevent their obtaining parliamentary powers, in 
order, no doubt, as they thought, to place themselves in a better position to || 
compete with the company, and to restore, as they hoped, their forlorn un- 
dertaking. He held in his hands the report of their own officer with refer- | | 
ence to the corporation gas-works, from which it would be seen that a Joss | | 
accrued from the concern year by year. The petition of the corporation, | | 
after reciting the fact that the bill now before the committee had been in- | | 
troduced, and was now pending in this honourable House for incorporating | | 
the United General Gas Company, stated that the petitioners were the muni- | 
cipal representatives of the city of Limerick, and that previous to the year | 
1840 the United General Company lighted the said city under their charter, !! 
but that in consequence of the high price and inferior quality of the gas sup- | 
plied by them, and their arbitrary treatment of the consumers, another com- | | 
pany was formed by the citizens of Limerick, called the ‘‘ Limerick Gas Con- 
sumers Company,” to supply gas at a cheaper rate and of better quality than | | 
was then supplied. This was the statement made by the petitioners. Now | 
their lordships would be surprised to hear that, notwithstanding this state- 
ment, the corporation, who were the representatives of the ratepayers, were 
actually charging more to the private consumers, and more for the public 
lights, than the company did before. The petition went on to state that in | 
1856 the corporation, finding that the Gas Consumers Company did not suc- | 
ceed, purchased their works for £10,000, and had since expended £5000 more ! 
in extending those works, and that they are now lighting the public lamps of 
Limerick, and many shops and dwelling-houses, with gas. ‘The petitioners 
stated that they purchased these works under the powers of the Limerick | 
Improvement Act, but, having read that Act, he (Mr. Burke) confessed he | 
could find no specific powers granted by it to the corporation to become! | 
manufacturers of gas. He, therefore, doubted very much the legality of || 
their position; but whether or not, it was perfectly true that they had pur- 
pl for £10,000 wd beyond their value) the works of the Consumers 
Company, and that they had expended a sum of £5000 more upon them. | 

Mr. RopwELt called attention to a clause in the Limerick Improvement 
Act under which he said the corporation had the requisite powers to acquire 
the works. 

Mr. Burke said he was obliged for the information, as he had been told 
that such a power did not exist. He would assume, therefore, the allegation ! 
was correct that the corporation purchased the works under the powers con- 
tained in the Act. But it was not true that they were supplying gas to any. 
large proportion of the consumers of Limerick. In fact, it would be proved | | 
that the gas supplied by the company which he (Mr. Burke) represented was | 
so much preferred to that supplied by the corporation that the latter had but 
a very limited consumption, and that while the corporation were failing in 
their undertaking, the United General Gas Company were in a comparatively 

rosperous condition. They were, indeed, doing the bulk of the business in 
rae although, of course, they had not the lighting of the public lamps. | | 
The next allegation in the petition was, that the United General Gas Com- | 
pany were a foreign company, that they had recklessly expended the sum of : | 
£20,000 in purchasing the works at Limerick, and now sought powers to raise 
a further sum of £10,000. Now, whether the promoters of this bill were an 
English or an Irish company seemed to him to be a matter of very little im- | 
portance, if they were now satisfactorily furnishing a supply of gas to the || 
city of Limerick; and as to the allegation of reckless expenditure, he would | | 
remind the committee that the United General Company were the first to | | 


| 
| 
| 
| 











| supply gas in that city, and he would ask with what grace the corporation || 


could make such a statement, when they themselves had expende no less ' | 
than £15,000 in endeavouring to compete with them. Indeed, he should be 
able to prove that the corporation were hopelessly in debt, and that this 
£15,000 in no way represented the money invested by them in connexion 
with the gas-works. Then the petition went on to complain of the 
powers sought by the company under the provisions of the bill, and, 
respecting this allegation, he would remark that they had been here- 
tofore lighting Limerick, and it could not be held at all unreasonable 
if that supply was to be continued, that they should ask Parliament for the 
usual powers conferred upon gas companies, consenting at the same time to 
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{| their business there since 1824, 
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be bound by the usual restrictions in the interest of the public. And now 
came the gravamen of the whole—‘‘ That such competition would be very 
detrimental to the interests of Fama petitioners and to the gas companies 
themselves, as the population of the city of Limerick is not sufficiently large 
to maintain a fair competition between two public bodies to supply gas; 
and your petitioners respectfully submit that such powers should not be 
granted to a private company when the corporation, who represent the 
citizens, are in a positioa to supply gas.’’ This, as he had said, was no 
doubt the gravamen of the whole matter, and the petitioners followed it up 
by the statement that in the last session of Parliament the promoters ap- 
plied for power to raise fresh capital for their Dublin undertaking, and that 
the committee of their lordships House rejected the bill without hearing 
evidence on the other side. He (Mr. Burke) had already explained the 
circumstances connected with that bill and the reasons why it was post- 
poned last year, and therefore it was not necessary further to allude to 
them. The petition then alleged that the United General Company were 
established in England, and appeared to have been formed for the purpose 
of speculation ; that the directors held their meetings in London, and had no 

ersonal interest in the supply of good and cheap gas to the city of Limerick. 
Lhis was a strange allegation to be made respecting a company which now car- 
ried on its operations under a charter with no restrictions as to price, quality, 
or illuminating power of the gas they supplied,and who now came forward vo- 
luntarily to place themselves under those regulations in the interest of the pub- 
lic which of late years Parliament had considered necessary. The company 
were willing that their proceedings and the success which had attended their 
operations should be contrasted with those of the corporation of Limerick ; 
and if they could show, as they were prepared to do, that they did the bulk 
of the business in the city, it must, he thought, be inferred that they did 
their business better than those who claimed to be the guardians of the in- 
terests of the consumers. Certainly, if it was true, as alleged, that the 
company had no interest in the supply of good and cheap gas, it must be to 
the advantage of the citizens of Limerick that they should be placed under 
obligation by Parliament to do both. Their lordships would not fail to see 
that the sole ground upon which this petition rested was competition. He 
might in this a have raised the question of locus standi, because the 
ordinary rule of this House was that competition was not a sufficient ground 
for opposition toa bill. But he did not think it necessary to raise that 
question here ; he was quite willing that the whole case should be inquired 
into, and he would give his learned friends on the other side the fullest 
opportunity of making out their case. He challenged them to show that 
since the corporation purchased the works of the defunct company, they had 
been otherwise than in a hopeless condition, or were not now in a state of 
insolvency, and that they had any chance of going on except by raising a 
large sum of money which they had no power to raise. In fact, on the last 
occasion, when they applied to the Treasury for £5000 to carry on the 
undertaking, they were opposed by the large majority of the citizens of 
Limerick, who presented a memorial against it; and the ratepayers were 
now being put to an annual loss by the operations of the corporation. They 
only obtained the loan on condition of laying by asum annually to form a 
reserve-fund to pay off the money borrowed, This they had not done, and 
the Treasury would not now allow them to raise another shilling. Again he 
would challenge his friends to show that the corporation had ever fulfilled 
the obligations imposed upon them by the Treasury; and if he could show 
that they were losing hundreds a year by their concern, and were not ina 
financial position to create the reserve-fund, which was the condition of 
their last loan, the committee would very readily understand that it was not 
reasonable to suppose the Treasury would concede to them fresh powers to 
bolster up a hopeless undertaking. No doubt the corporation thought that 
if they could prevent the company acquiring the powers now sought they 
heel Gandiven be in a better position to compete with them; but it must 
not be imagined for a moment that by the rejection of this bill they would 
destroy the business of the United General Company. No such thing: the 
company would go on as they had been going on for many years, under 
the powers of their charter, although without any restrictions; and 
therefore, while the object of the corporation would be defeated, the 
interests of the consumers would not be so well protected as though 








this bill were allowed to pass into law. He had no further remarks to make 
on the subject, but eat now proceed to show, by evidence, what the com- | 
pany were doing in Limerick, and that it was expedient for all parties that | 
their charter should be repealed, and their operations hereafter conducted | 
under parliamentary restrictions. | 
Mr. John W. Baker, examined by Mr. Ricuanps. 

I am the engineer of the United General Gas Company’s works at Lime- | 
rick, and have held that position since 1852. The company have carried on | 
In 1841 a rival company was started. In | 

1855 negotiations commenced between the corporation and that company for 
the purchase of their undertaking, and on the Ist of April, 1856, the cor- 
poration took possession of the works. The invested capital at that time 
was £15,000, and the corporation purchased the concern for £10,000. . The 
agreement was that the purchase-money should be £10,000, but that money 
was not to be called in so long as the corporation paid £500 a year as 
interest. I know that at the time of the purchase some members of the 
corporation were directors of the company. The chairman of the company, 
who was a member of the corporation, offered the works to me some two 
months before they were offered to the corporation. His name was John 
M‘Donnell. He told me that the share capital was £8000, and the bond 
debts £7200, making together £15,200, and he offered to hand the works 
over to me at twenty-four hours notice, on condition that we gave them 23 
per cent. upon the share capital and 5 per cent. upon the bond debts, whigh 
would be something like £560 a year. I bad no power to decline or to accept 
the offer, and I referred the matter to our board. Ultimately the works were 
purchased by the corporation and commenced operations in 1856. The com- 
mittee have before them the report of Mr. Macnie, which gives the result of 
those operations from that time down to the 30th of June, 1864. Since then 
no accounts have been published bythem. The private gas-rental during the 
first year of their working was £2315, and for the last year included in the 
report of Mr. Macnie it was £2906; so that the increase in the eight years 
was only £591. During that period it is admitted by them that the capital 
invested in the undertaking had increased £5897, and at the same time 
they owed large sums of money. Since the account was published it has 
been made known that they owed £3709, and they have borrowed £5000 to 
pay off their debts. They said they wished to expend £1700, and they ap- 
lied to the Treasury for £5000. Looking through those accounts half year 
y half year, I see that there is a sum set down for profits; but at the end 
of the account it states that a considerable sum is required for renewals. 
The principal portion of those renewals ought to have gone year by year to 
revenue, which would stiil further have diminished the profits. On one 
occasion they charged repairs of meters to capital. ‘aking the last half 
year, it appears that there is over £10,000 dead loss upon the concern, be- 








sides a sum of £3700 owing. In the accounts they separate the private 


and public rental. They are their own customers for the public lights, 
The charge was formerly £3 10s. per lamp per annum, but since they bor- 
rowed the £5000 they have charged £4 per lamp. The United General 
Company lighted the public lamps for several omy before the new company 
were formed at £3 4s, per lamp. That was from 1824 to 1840, and before 
competition was established. At that time the price of gas to private con- 
sumers was 10s. per 1000 cubic feet. The present price is 5s. per 1000 feet. 
I cannot exactly give the date when the corporation applied to the Treasury 
to borrow £5000. The corporation now light the Harbour Commissioners 
lamps, which we formerly lighted. In 1842 the lighting of these lamps was 


taken by the new company, and after a few years we had them again, the || 


price being £3 10s. per lamp per annum. At the termination of our con- 
tract, the other company’s works having been transferred to the corporation, 
we were both invited to send in tenders for one or two years. We sent in a 
tender for one year £2 19s., and for two years £2 17s. 6d. per lamp per 
annum. The corporation tender was £3 10s. Some of the Harbour Com- 
missioners were members of the corporation. The chairman of the Gas 
Committee, who is now dead, was one of the commissioners. The corporation 
tender was accepted at an advance upon our price of 12s. 6d. a lamp. I 
know the corporation gas-works, and was over them seven or eight years ago. 


Mr. Macnie, in his report, states generally that the works when he took || 


charge of them were in a frightful condition, that the retorts were unfit to 
do their work, that one of the gasholders was very bad, one or two of the 
pipes damaged very seriously, and that the mains and services were very 
much out of condition. Speaking of their present condition, I think he states 
that a considerable some of money would be required to put them into proper 
condition. I do not know whether he takes into consideration the extension 
of those works, but, judging from their position, I should say they could not 
be increased very much. With respect tothe United General Gas Company’s 
works, with the exception of one gasbolder, they are nearly new. Within 
the last two or three years they have been rebuilt, with the exception of the 
boundary wall. Our retort power was sufficient for the maximum consump- 
tion last year. We are able to produce 330,000 or 340,000 cubic feet of gas 
per day, and we can store about 102,000 or 103,000 feet, but we require ad- 
ditional gasholderroom. During last winter we were obliged to cease work- 
ing the retorts on Sundays because we could not store the day’s make, and 
we had to work very hard at the end of the week, which is very bad economy. 
Our purifying apparatus is not sufficient. We have three large purifiers, 
10 feet square, and we require to enlarge them, and make them 15 feet 
square. [ should advise the putting up of a considerably larger gas- 
holder as a matter of prudence and eeonomy. I think the citizens 
of Limerick would be justified in expecting a considerable reduction 
in the price of gas, and we could not make that reduction without 
increasing the means of our supply. I should advise an expenditure 
upon the works of about £5000. We contemplate that there will be an ex- 
tension of our business corresponding to that which has taken place of late 
years. In 1849, our private rental was only £2065. Since then it has gra- 
dually increased until in 1865 it was £5618. The increase on the last year 
was nearly £500. The annual private rental of the corporation works, 
according ‘to the last published accounts, was £2900, so that ours is nearly 
double. I think the additional capital of £10,000, asked for in this bill, is 
a reasonable amount. We bind ourselves to supply gas of an illuminating 
power equal to 14 candles, and to maintain that standard we must prac- 


tically work up to something like 15 candles, so as to secure ourselves 


against penalties. Our present price to private consumers is 5s. per 1000 
feet ; the corporation charge the same, and we propose to fix that price as 
the maximum in our bill. I have with me all the items showing the struc- 
tural value of our works at Limerick. The actual present value, supposing 
they were built by ourselves, is £20,189; at contractors prices they would 
cost something more. That sum does not include anything for floating 
capital. The £20,250 mentioned in the preamble as the capital devoted to 
the works at Limerick, is certainly not in excess of the mark. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Ropwett: The last half year’s working at 
Limerick shows a jprofit of £983. I suppose the concern was a profitable 
one until the company met with competition. Itis not true that until we 
had competition we charged 153. per 1000 for gas. The price was 10s. per 
1000 to the first meter consumer we ever had. That was in 1840, one year 
before the new company started. We require the powers sought for in this 
bill to enable us to carry on our affairs with success. It may result in our 


| being able to compete more successfully with the corporation. [ think the| | 
consumers at Limerick are warranted in expecting a reduction in price if we |! 


get our bill, and I have not the least doubt it will go down to 4s, In 
Limerick we have a much smaller capital in proportion to our rental than 
at Dublin, and, therefore, can afford to sell gas cheaper. The freight of 
coals is about 2s. 6d. per ton higher than at Dublin. I have gone through 
Mr. Macnie’s accounts, and found that he reports the corporation works to 
be in a frightful state. Something has been done to repair those works 
since then, but I do now what. There was a memorial signed by 
114 ratepayers against application of the corporation to the Treasury. 
I did not organize that opposition. I did not furnish them with figures and 
facts at the time. The information I gave them was not furnished with the 
intention of being used for that purpose. I gave it in the course of con- 
versation, and did not know at the time the use that would be made of it. 

Re-examined by Mr. RicHarps: The information which I furnished was 
strictly true. The object of the memorial was to obtain the loan of £5000. 
At first Mr. Frederic Peel refused to accede to it, saying that upon their own 
showing the concern was not self-paying. The price of coal is dearer at 
Limerick than at Dublin, but we get a better price for coke. Much will de- 
pend upon our success as to what the price of gas may be. It can be sold 
cheaper if we have no competition. 

‘The CHAIRMAN : That is a matter of opinion, not a matter of fact. 


Witness; Considering that at present we have a very small capital, and |) 


the sum we ask for would enable us to more than double our works, we 
should have a very good chance of doing it. 

Mr. Ricuarps: If this bill passes, and the Gas Clauses Act comes into 
operation, the price of gas, as soon as you reach a certain limit, must neces- 
sarily come down. 

The CHarrman: Your case is that you want to get this Act through, con- 
tinuing competition. 

Mr. Ricnarps : What we say is that if you, the corporation, complain of 
competition, you should remember that you got it up. 

By Mr. Braprorp: The population of Limerick is something less than it 
was in 1851; at the same time, I know that our rental is increasing. 

D. W. Ogg, Esq., examined by Mr. BurKE. 

I am the secretary of the United General Gas Company, and have been so 
for some time. The facts stated in the preamble of the bul as to the letters 
os, &c., are within my knowledge. Under those letters patent we are not 

imited as to the price to be charged for gas, nor as to its illuminating power, 
and we can make what dividends we like. Under the powers of our charter 
we acquired, and are now in possession of, works at Limerick, as well as at 
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Dublin, Kingstown, and Bray. 


} The capital of the United General Company. 
is £500,000, divided into 10, 4 


i shares of £50 each, whereof 9000 have 

issued, and are fully paid up, and the company do not owe any money upon 
mort or bond. The sum of £20,250, part of this capital, has been de- 
voted to the works at Limerick. Iam acquainted with the working accounts 
at this station, and can produce them for the last five years. The profits of 
the company have increased during the last four or five years. In 1861 our 
profits were exceptio reduced, in consequence of an accident at Lime- 


it was £946 5s.; in 1864 it was £1330 3s. 9d. ; 
7s. 6d. Those are profits not charged with the expense of London manage- 
ment, but they are charged with committee management and every local 
expense. Since the expenditure of capital at Limerick three or four years 
ago, the concern has been gradually improving. The directors now find it 
necessary, for the purpose of increasing the supply, to have additional 
capital. We believe we shall want £5000 at once, for no portion of the 
£20,250 is floating capital. The fioating debts und stock there are some- 
where about £4000. 
fe at Limerick, and to meet that we require extensions in various ways. 

believe we may possibly arrive at a 10 per cent. dividend in the next three 
or four years. In the last half year the profits were within a fraction of 9 


e reduced, 

Cross-examined by Mr. Braprorp: The public will get the advantage of 
the profit we make beyond 10 per cent.; the shareholders get all up to that 
amount. We have shareholders in England and in Ireland. I know of two 
resident in the city of Limerick. They are the two local directors, The 
accounts which are here show exactly how the profits are made up, except 
with reference to the last half year. The latter accounts are now being made 
up for the general meeting. Our mectings are now held in London, but the 
bill provides for holding them either in London or Limerick. We have re- 
porters present at our meetings, and the proceedings are reported in the 
scientific a. I cannot charge my memory whether any reporter ever 
attended from Limerick. I have never excluded a reporter, but the rule of 
the company is that none but proprietors shall be present. 

The CuarrmMan: Does this really bear upon the question before the 
committee > 

Cross-examination continued: Since I joined the company in 1847, they 
have had two or three stations besides Limerick—Dublin, Plymouth, and 
Cork. We sold our works at Cork to a local consumers company. We lost 
by that transaction over £20,000. We consolidated the profits of the four 
stations, and made only one dividend, and it was then 3} or 4 per cent. upon 
our large capital. e have realized 4 per cent. for three or four years. 
The company which bought our works at Cork very cheaply may now be 
paying 9 per cent. 

The Cuarrman: Is that within your knowledge ? 
Witness : It is not within my knowledge. 
Cross-examination resumed: We gave up our works at Devonport because 
there was a strong desire on the part of the public to have their own works, 
The same sort of disposition was shown in Limerick some fifteen years ago, 
but the undertaking has not proved successful. It was long before I joined 
this company that the consumers company was started, and therefore I can- 
not speak to the circumstances in which it originated. If our bill passes, the 
Limerick stock will be a distinct stock, taken out of the united stock of the 
company. In Dublin we have spent over £360,000 of capital, and £60,000 
out of profits. The value of the works there, according to the opinion of 
the committee last year, is £315,000. The real charge for gas at Limerick 
is only 4s. 9d., because the ds. price includes the meter-rent. 
Re-examined by Mr. Burke: At the outset of this company in 1824, the 
bought up some existing gas companies in Dublin at a very high price, whic 
accounts for the largeness of the capital there. There will be no difficulty 
in allocating the Limerick stock. The corporation of that city bought the 
works of the Consumers Company with the full knowledge that competition 
existed; now they seek to destroy us and put an end to competition. Our 
shares are saleable in Dublin, and any one, whether, Englishmen or Irishmen, 
can buy them, and as regards our meetings—— 
The Cuarrman: That is quite immaterial. 

Mr. George Anderson, examined by Mr. BuRKE. 
I have been for the last twenty years solely engaged in the construction 
and management of gas-works and am lessee of several works. At the present 
moment I hold six and work them myself. I once made the corporation of 
Limerick an offer to lease their works. That did not lead me to investigate 
the character of those works; it was rather the other way. They called 
upon me to erect some of my patent arrangements, and I visited them for 
the purpose, but I found them so impracticable in their notions that I de- 
clined to have anything to do with the concern; but seeing the works in 
bad order, I proposed to lease them and pay the corporation so much a year 
for them. For that purpose I made myself acquainted with the position and 
capacity of those works. That was about eight or nine years ago. I am 
conversant with the state of the works at the present moment, and know all 
their affairs, At that time the works were in a very bad state, and I con- 
sidered that it would be no use to do any thing with the arrangements they 
had there. I thought myself of laying out £20,000 upon them. 

The CuarrMan: We do not want to know what they were eight or nine 
years ago, 

_ Examination continued : I think they are works of the very worst descrip- 
tion, and not at all calculated to make gas at the price at which it is sold 
They are such works as were in existence twenty years ago, 


those works so as to yield a profit at present prices. 

By the Cuarmman: I examined the works the summer before last, and I 
find from their own accounts they were growing worse every year. I ob- 
served the character of the light the corporation supply to the public, and I 
had ~~ reasons for so doing. I had an arbitration on in another town, 
and I heard thatjthe chairman of the Gas Committee was to be the arbi- 
trator against me, so 1 thought it well to make an examination of the gas at 
Limerick, although I knew from previous examination that it was very 
defective, I made a practical examination of the size of the burners, and 
this [producing a series of diagrams] shows the actual size of the flames and 
the size they ought to be. 

The CuairMAN: Mr. Burke, the question raised on your bill is rather to 
prove the necessity of your being placed under an Act of Parliament than to 
prove the bad character of the works belonging to the corporation. 

Mr. Burke: Except that I have to mect the allegations in their petition, 
and have to prepare for the prospective speech of my learned friend, so that 
I must seek to repudiate the assumed case to be made against me. 

@ CHAIRMAN: But the fate of your bill will not turn upon whether the 
corporation works are good or bad. Your special application is, that for 


Some reason or other you wish to be under an Act of Parliament instead of 





under a charter, 





| 


rick. The profit that year was only £50. In 1862 it was £529 3s. ; in 1863 | 
and in 1865 it was £1572 | 


No doubt there will be a progressive consumption of , 


- cent., and when we arrive at 10 per cent. the price of gas will have to | 


| 








/ would have the charter repealed, and that we should come under the ordi- 


Mr. Burke: No doubt that is the case I have to make out, and if the case 
on the other side is confined simply to that I know what I have to prove. 
But they set uy’in their petition the question of competition, and therefore 
it is desirable for me to show that they are not in a position to carry on that 
competition. 

The Cuarrman : Both sides must admit that competition is the existing 
state of things. It is not the case of a new company ; you are there at the 
present moment, and all you propose to do is to exchange your powers— 
your large roving powers—under the charter, for powers limited by an Act of 
Parliament. 

Mr. Burke: That isso; but we are obliged to assume the case on the 
other side. My learned friend will attempt to show that we are not ina 
position to do our duty to the public, and that it is not expedient to arm 
this company with the powers of an Act of Parliament, so that they may be 
in a better position to carry on the competition. My answer to that is, that 
they are not in a position to do it, that they have no money, and are in a 
hopeless condition ; and, therefore, it will be to the public prejudice if our 
bill is defeated. 

The Cuarrman: I think you should confine yourself to giving such evi- 
dence as is necessary to show reasons for an Act of Parliament. The fact of 
competition you cannot get over—no doubt it exists. 

Mr. Burke: Of course I submit to your lordship’s ruling. 

Examination continued: I have examined the works of the United General 
Gas Company. I am familiar with the operation of the Gas- Works Clauses 
Act. It is necessary for the proper carrying on of their works that the 
compuny should have the additional capital asked for. ‘Their consumption 
has increased 44 per cent. during the last six years. The corporation have 
not increased at all during that time. 
their works considerably. So long as the present competition continues I 
am not sure they will get their maximum dividend, but if the whole supply 
were in their hands I believe they might reduce the price of gas Gd, per 
1000 feet. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Braprorp: I do not approve of competition in 
the supply of gas. I approve of no competition in gas, but think there 
should be a properly regulated company by Act of Parliament. I know of 
the increase in the United General’s consumption by extracting the figures 
from their books. I have also the corporation accounts, which show that 
there have been three years in which there was a decrease in the gas supply, 
while the company have been increasing. In fact the company have had to 
make up their deficiency. That is the reason why the company should 
increase their works, because any year they may be called to make up the 
corporation’s want of service. zg 

Re-examined by Mr. Burke: The increase in the company’s business, 
and the decrease in the business of the corporation show that the former 
have been doing their work efficiently. Some of the best friends of the cor- 
poration wish the supply of gas was taken from them. I think that all 
companies should be placed under parliamentary restrictions, and not left to 
themselves. 

Mr. Gregory (parliamentary agent), examined by Mr. BuRKE. _ 

It is expedient that the sum of 220,250, devoted to the works at Limerick, 
should be foymed into a separate capital, distinct from the other capital of 
the United General Company, and should alone be entitled to the dividends 


—_— out of the profits derived from the works at Limerick, and that the |. 
0) 


ders of such separate capital should be incorporated as a separate com- 
pany, for the purpose of maintaining and extending the said works at 
imerick. It is also expedient that the letters patent should be annulled, 
and that the powers of the company for lighting Limerick with gas should 
be extended, and that the company should be authorized to raise additional 
capital for the purpose of extending and improving their works at Lime- 
rick. Last year, when a bill was brought in relating to Dublin alone, it 
was found that considerable confusion arose from the fact of part of the 
company’s capital being invested in the Dublin and part in the Limerick 
undertaking. The constitution of the company is very peculiar. The 


capital forms one united capital, and the company have power to construct } 
works generally. Some years ago we applied to Parliament to regulate } 


our works at Cork, without touching the powers of the charter or dividing 
the capital, and that bill passed. Last year we wanted a bill for Dublin, 
and, considering the Cork bill a precedent, we framed that bill accordingly, 
not dealing with the charter nor proposing to alter it. When we went 
before Lord Redesdale he would not admit the Cork precedent at all, but 


nary parliamentary regulations confining our operations. Unfortunately, 
not having giving our notices for Limerick, we could not divide the two 
towns, and we were obliged to try and frame a set of clauses to keep alive 
our charter in Limerick. I doubt whether we could have done so. It was 
urged against us very much, that we did not separate the two undertakings. 
Under the bill of the Alliance Company, which has passed this committee, 
the United General Gas Company as regards Dublin must cease, and we 
have brought forward this vill in accordance with what we consider almost 
the decision of Parliament. There is nothing in this bill to place the public 
in a worse position than they are in under the charter. On the contrary, 
there is the 10 per cent. clause which gives them additional protection. 
There is no greater power given to the company except in reference to 
breaking up the streets (assuming that we have not already the power) 
under local superintendence. There are conditions imposed upon us which 
are not in the charter. We can be brought before the justices at any time, 
who may appoint an examiner to ascertain whether there is not reason for 
reducing the price of gas. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Braprorp: Nothing could have been more awk- 
ward than the position of trying to keep alive the charter by the clauses pro- 
pesed last year, but under the circumstances Lord Redesdale allowed the bill 
to go on in that form. I can hardly say whether we should be in a worse 
position if the letters patent applied only to Limerick. They formerly ap- 
plied to Cork, but we did not separate the capital; but when we got our Act 
they did not apply at all. We only separated our capital to this extent— 
that we said a certain proportion should be allocated to Cork with respect to 
the 10 per cent. dividend clause. I do not admit that the right of the com- 

any to open the streets is a doubtful matter now; we have done it for the 
ast 30 years. In the cases where the courts have decided that a company 
have no power to open the streets, the company have been without an Act 
of Parliament. 

Re-examined by Mr. Burke: We have offered to relieve the corporation 
of their works at a given sum. Ifwe have not power under the charter to 
open the streets, it is the more necessary we should have an Act of Parlia- 
ment, because all our previous outlay might otherwise prove useless. We 
have no power at present to raise additional capital to improve our works, 


Monpay, Marcu 5. 
Mr. Ropwe 1, Q.C., said that in the discharge of his duty he should not 
trespass very long upon the time of the committee. He did not intend to 


I think the company ought to extend | | 
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eall any evidence, nor did he propose to follow the course ee by his 
friend, Mr. Burke, in regard to the abuse and insinuations which he threw 
out against the corporation of Limerick, who are interested in this question. 
All this appeared purely beside the question which their lordships had to 
determine, and which was what effect would the proposed Act have upon 
the interests of the public. To that question he proposed to address himself, 
but at the same time he would meet one or two of the insinuations which 
his learned friend had thrown out. Mr. Burke suggested that the corpora- 
| tion of Limerick had prostituted their powers by accepting the tender of a 
|} company which — to light them at a higher rate than they could 
get it done forelsewhere. But he perfectly forgot that although there might 
have been some point in this had it referred to a private paying company, 
inasmuch as the corporation of Limerick had no private ends to serve, they 
merely did it in respect of the public good ; there might have been a variet 
of circumstances which might have influenced them, and it did not at all 
follow that because the tender was a few shillings higher that they were 
guilty of any venality, or had done anything but what was perfectly con- 
sistent with their duty to the public. He did not suppose their lordships 
attached any importance to that observation, and he would therefore pass it 
by. The question at the outset was—what had taken place with regard to 
|the supply of gas to Limerick? It was perfectly clear he did not care 
| whether it was 10s., 12s., or 15s., which the United General Gas Company 
|had been charging; and when the Consumers Gas Company was started it 
| was perfectly clear, and at all events, when it became an established fact, 
|the people of Limerick supported it, and they had, in consequence, their 
gas, which before had been at something like 10s., gradually diminished to 
the present price, which was 5s. His friend, Mr. Burke, also said that the 
powers of the corporation to purchase gas of the Gas Consumers Company 
were conferred by the Act passed in 1854, and which were exercised in 1856. 
But he took it that the United Gas Company were heard at that time, or, at 
any rate, if they were not, they had the power of being heard, if they had 
any objection to that arrangement, and no doubt any valid objection would 
have prevailed. This, however, was not the case, and, therefore, he took it 
that the committee who passed that bill considered it a very proper arrange- 
ment that the corporation should be endowed with the powers which they 
now enjoyed of supplying the city of Limerick with gas. That having been 
the case, it was perfectly clear that there was a certain amount of 
competition, and the question what advantage did their lordships 
gather the people of Limerick, or in some remote way the United 
General Gas Company, would derive from the passing of this bill. He 
had been through their evidence very carefully, and had listened with 
attention to his friend, Mr. Burke, who was very tender in dealing with this 
t/ question, no doubt feeling the force of his own observations in introducing 
the former bill; there he applied his reasoning very strongly in favour of 
amalgamation, but herehe wasall for competition. He (Mr. Rodwell) would 
not truble them with any observations on this question, preferring to leave 
| the remarks of his friend in favour of the Dublin Gas Bill unanswered, and 
to apply them to the case of Limerick. It was very strange that the same 
| company should come and ask for amalgamation with a large and increasing 
|| population like Dublin, and, almost in the same breath, advocate the doc- 
|| trine of competition in a small place like Limerick, with a population of only 
||44,000. Did their lordships believe for one moment that any arguments 
|| against competition in Dublin would not apply with much greater force in 
|| the case of Limerick? The evidence upon which they were asked to grant 
|| these powers was solely the evidence of the petitioners. They had the gas 
| engineer, the secretary, and parties connected with the establishment, and, 
to crown all, Mr. Gregory, soiicitor to the United General Gas Company; 
but in a case of this sort he should like to know where were the townsmen 
| of Limerick, who were the parties interested. Where were the persons who 
\| were discontented and dissatisfied with the supply of gas by the corporation? 
| On referring to the names of the witnesses, they would all be found to be 
connected with the gas company; there was no petition against the corpo- 
|ration, nor a single individual who said the city of Limerick was at all 
prejudiced by the existing state of things, and yet they ask you to alter that 
|existing state of things. Upon what ground? It seemed to him that the 
| Whole case rested upon the evidence of Mr. Gregory, and that gentleman 
| appeared to pat forward as a sort of excuse or reason for bringing in this bill 
something which took place before the noble lord who presided over the pri- 
vate legislation in their lordships House; therefore they had this year one 
bill for Dublin and another for Limerick. He did not see that Mr. Gregory’s 
evidence established that proposition at all—because one bill passed for Dublin 
another should be for Limerick. There might be various reasons for giving 
certain powers in regard to Dublin, but he did not see that anything which 
passe. last year, or anything that had taken place in that room this year, 
necessitated the passing of this bill. At present, under their existing 
powers, they were competing with the corporation company, and they only 
wanted these fresh powers and this additional capital to enable them to do so 
more successfully. The evidence of Mr. Baker, of Mr. Ogg, and Mr. Anderson, 
who were examined at some considerable length, only went so far as to abuse 
the corporation, and to show that they were unable to supply the city of Lime- 
rick properly and suflicieatly with gas; and in support of that they pro- 
| duced a report which he saw there, and a copy of which had been handed up 
| to their lordships. Certainly up to 1864 the state of the corporation gas- 
works did not seem to have been very flourishing, but still he did not under- 
stand the purport of that examination, because if the corporation, in dis- 
|charge of the duty assigned them by Parliament, and in carrying out the 
| powers which they had acquired for the benefit of the population, were only 
| struggling on and gradualiy bettering their condition, it seemed to him that 
| that could be no argument for giving another company greater powers of 
;, competing with them and preventing them carrying on the business profit- 
{|ably and successfully. He thought the gentlemen who put that report in 
|) and relied upon it as giving a fair estimate of the corporation gas-works, 
||had very much exaggerated the defects they found, because Mr. Macnie, 
| who published it in December, 1864, said, in conclusion, that although there 
had apparently been a considerable loss and the depreciation-fund was tho- 
roughly drained, there did not seem to be any reason for desponding about 
the ultimate prosperity and success of the work. The works had been 
greatly extended, and many improvements carried out, and when others 
which he recommended were added he believed they would be capable 
of supplying all present wants, with a reasonable prospect of producing 
a fair and profitable return. Besides, any loss to the corporation would 
be made up to the population by the low price at which they had their gas 
supplied, so that the corporation was not, after all, in that deplorable state 
which was attempted to be made out. He now came to Mr. Gregory’sevidence. 
That gentleman said, in answer to Mr. Burke, that they had brought in 
this bill after their experience of last year, in order to get a separate 
Act of Parliament for each town, and to carry out what they regarded almost 
as the decision of Parliament; at any rate, as coming from a great authority 
in their lordships House; that the bill was for the purpose of obtaining ad- 
ditional capital and fresh powers ; that it was not implied or suggested that 



























, the bill for Dublin should be for the purpose of amalgamation and in Lime- 





rick for competition; and that there was nothing in the bill to place the 
private consumer in Limerick in a worse condition than at present ; but that 
they would get the benefit of the 10 per cent. clause in the Joint-Stock Com- |' 
panies Act. The bill also, he said, gave the power, under the usual re- 
strictions, of pulling up the streets, which he did not, however, admit that 
they did not at present possess. When asked if the consumer would not be | | 
in a better position if the bill passed than he was at present, Mr. Gregory || 
said ‘* Justso; he can bring us before a justice to have our accounts examined, | | 
and the prices reduced if they are found excessive.” That was the only pub- | 
lic advantage which Mr. Gregory could suggest—that when they have raised || 
their capital from £20,000 to £30,000 the public could have the books || 
examined, and if the profits exceeded 10 per cent. have the price reduced. 
With regard to breaking up the streets, he said they had the power now, so || 
there was nothing at all to show that the public would derive any advantage. ti 
Mr. Burke did not even put the question in that way, but asked if they would | 
be in a worse position. It was evident they would not be in a better, and, 
therefore, he asked their lordships to leave things precisely as they were. || 
But what was the object of this bill? The object was to enable them to com- | 
pete more successfully with their opponents, to increase their own dividends, || 
and to put the profits in their pockets. He thought, therefore, their lord- | 
ships would hesitate before granting these fresh powers, when there was no | | 
public advantage to be gained. They had brought no evidence to sustain || 
the charge against the corporation, whilst that body, by the establishment || 
of the Consumers Company years ago, had conferred an immense benefit i| 
upon the city, because as soon as ever it was started the fact came out || 
that the population had been charged an immense price for gas, in order | | 
that the United General Company, who had ramifications in various parts || 
of England and Ireland, and were carrying on a not very successful busi- | | 
ness, might pay dividends to their shareholders. The unfortunate people || 
of Limerick, therefore, might have been bled to a considerable amount | 
in order to make up for failures at Plymouth and elsewhere. In con- 
clusion he would just draw attention to Mr. Gregory’s re-examination 
by Mr. Burke, for there came out the real object of the bill. They really |) 
came there in disguise, not for the purpose of benefiting the people of Lime- 
rick, but for the purpose of improving their own position, and enabling 
them to carry out what had been their constant policy, and which they were 
carrying out in all parts of England and Ireland, that of amalgamation. 
Their next step would be, if they obtained this Act, to come for an amalga- 
mation bill, by which they would be enabled to buy the corporation works 
at a cheaper rate, or compel them to purchase at a dearer one. That was 
the real secret, and that was the object they had in view. The only possible 
advantage Mr. Gregory could suggest was, that the public could prevent the 
profits going above 10 per cent., but was not very likely with a competing 
company. What did Mr. Burke say, “If this bill passes, you will be in as 
good if not a better position to amalgamate than you are at present?” and 
the answer was, ‘‘ Yes, there is no doubt about it.’’ They would havea 
larger capital, and, of course, as soon as they had raised the money they 
would spend it, whether profitably or not toa certain extent was imma- 
terial; and then they would say, they had a capital of £23,000 and the 
power of breaking up the streets, and therefore the other company must 
give them a better price, and in the meanwhile, to cripple their competition, 
they might reduce the price and carry on an unwise competition against the 
corporation in order to lower the value of their property, and buy it at their 
own figure. They wanted to buy the corporation works and thus to enjoy) 
a monopoly; but the corporation said no, they were very well satisfied as 
they were—they knew what happened before, and they would not sell. Mr. 
Burke said it would be an act of charity to relieve the corporation of a 
losing concern. No doubt they were very kind, but the corporation only 
wanted to be left alone. Mr. Burke said, ‘If you have this bill they (7@. e., 
the corporation) will be more likely to deal with you armed with parlia-| 
mentary powers than they are at present.’”” What was that in plain 
English > Simply, ‘‘'We shall be able to drive them to a better bargain.” 
It was strange he should have reserved that question to the last; up to that | | 
moment there had been a sort ef mystery, a something behind, which one 
could not fathom or get at, but it came out at last in Mr. Gregory’s answer 
to Mr. Burke, which clearly showed that the one object was to purchase at a 
lower price or sell at a higher. His learned friend asked if they had power 
to break up the streets, because if they had not it would be the more neces- 
sary that the bill should pass, in order to utilize their large expenditure of | 
capital; but Mr. Gregory, who asa solicitor was supposed to understand | 
the legal facts, said distirctly that they had the power. Mr. Burke said, || 
** All these matters (he did not know what his friend meant) render the|| 
passing of the bill a matter to be desired, not only in your own interests but | | 
in the interests of the public ?’’ and the answer was ‘‘ Yes.” He submitted || 
that that proposition had not been established. If there were any doubt as || 
to whose interests were to be benefited, it was made as clear as the sun at|! 
noonday by the last examination of Mr. Gregory, which showed that they I 
wanted to get the same position in Limerick as they bad in other cities and |, 
towns, and which the corporation of limerick, who represented the public | | 
and the ratepayers there, would not give them. hey were now struggling || 
out of the state of embarrassment and difficulty and were beginning to re-|| 
trieve the past, but if these fresh powers were granted they would be put to}! 
considerable additional expense. That was why, after proper consideration, | 
the corporation had come to the solemn determination to oppose the bill, and | 
asked their lordships not to pass it. He repeated that the only object the |) 
United Company had in view was to obtain better terms of purchase or sale, | 
having already made a proposition to that effect which had been declined, | 
and submitted that the meagre and miserable evidence which they had 
adduced was not sufficient to lead their lordships to pass the bill; and he? 
therefore urged that their request should not be granted or the preamble i 
be proceeded with. {| 
After an interval of half an hour, 
The CHatKMAN said that with certain emendations and alterations the || 
committee considered the preamble proved, but in the paragraph beginning || 
on page 3, line 5, all the concluding portion would have to be struck out. || 
In fact, they desired to enable the company to form themselves under an || 
Act of Parliament instead of a charter, but were not prepared to alter in any || 
way the status of the company as regards their right in Limerick, or to give || 
them additional powers of eapital. 
Mr. Ricuarps: Then we shali be put under the operation of the Gas 
Clauses Act ? 
The Guairman: So far as may be consistent with your present position. 
Mr. Ricuarps: We claim under our charter a right to open the streets; 
and if that charter is annulled, what position shall we be in? 
The CuatrMaNn: We are not prepared to deal with the question whether 
you have that right or not. 
Mr. RicHarps: I understand your grace to say that you do not wish to}, 
alter in any way our present position; but it seems to me that if our charter 
is annulled and we do not receive the benefit of the Gas Clauses Act, we are 
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clearly not in the same position as we were. If the charter is annulled 
which places no limitation upon our dividend, and we come under those re- 
atrictions of the Gas Clauses Act, it seems not very unreasonable that we 
should have the benefit of the clause which gives us the power of opening 
the ground, which we contend we have already under our charter. 

The CoarrMAN: Except as to the fact of supplying the gas, you have 
given no evidence as to breaking up the streets, 

Mr. Ricuarps: We had plenty of evidence, but the other side took no 
objection, in their petition, to our breaking up the streets, and therefore we 
did not offer any evidence upon it. 

Mr. RopwELL, Q.C., said it had been done by consent of the Paving and 

ighting Commissioners. 

e CHAIRMAN said po Mr. Gregory and a gentleman on the other 
side would agree as to the facts respecting the opening of the streets. 

Mr. Baker said no communication had ever taken place between him 
and the commissioners upon the subject during the last fifteen years. He 
had only out of courtesy occasionally given notice of his intention to do so. 

Mr. RopwEL.t, Q.C., said he understood that there was a sort of general 
leave given about seventeen years ago, under which the United General Gas 
Company had been acting ever since. 

Mr. Baker: Will your grace allow me to deny that? 

The CuarrMan: It appears by the charter that you have power to lay 
down mains and pipes only under the authority of the Commissioners of 
Paving and Lighting. 

Mr. RicHarps here submitted that as such important alterations were 
made in the preamble he should like the further consideration to be post- 
poned until Wednesday morning, in order to take the opinion of the general 
meeting on Tuesday. 

This course was agreed to, and further consideration was accordingly 
adjourned until Wednesday. 





WEpDNEsDAY, Marcu 7. 

Mr. BuRKE, Q.C., said that after further consideration the promoters of 
this bill had decided upon not proceeding with it, inasmuch as under the 
alteration which their lordships had introduced into the preamble they 
would enjoy no more powers under the bill than they did under their charter, 
whilst on the other hand they would be placed under several fresh restric- 
tions. He asked permission, therefore, to withdraw the bill. 


LONDON GAS BILL. 
. TuEspAy, Marcu 6. 

Mr. Denison, Q.C., and Mr. Cripps, appeared for the promoters; Mr. 
ARCHIBALD and Mr. ApotpHvs LippeELt for the vestry of St. Luke’s, Chel- 
sea, petitioners against the bill. 

Mr. Cripps, in opening the case for the 
for the purpose of enabling the London Gas Company to raise more capital. 
The alterations from the bill as orginally brought in were simply these. 
That the interest to be paid on new capital was limited to 7} per cent., and 
the power formerly taken to borrow one-third was now limited to one-fourth 
of the capital. The London Gas Company was under the regulations which 
were applied to all the metropolitan companies by the Metropolis Gas Act of 
1860, and among the provisions of that Act which it was important to con- 
sider was the 6th section, enacting that each of the metropolitan companies 
affected by the Act were to retain certain limits, according to a map which 
was agreed upon at the time, and that no other company was to have the 
power of coming into these districts or either of them so long as the company 
supplying the district continued to discharge its duties in supplying gas, 
and until the Secretary of State, if applied to, should think it right and 
ey to admit some other company. Under these circumstances the London 

Company have continued to supply the districts allotted to them. Their 
works were formerly at Nine Elms, but being unable to obtain a renewal of 
the lease of these premises, they were obliged to seek premises elsewhere, 
upon which they had erected new works at considerable expense. There 
would be very little in the case to allude to but for a petition which had 
been presented, and as that petition raised the point of issue between the 
parties it might be desirable to refer to it. The petition was from the vestry 
of St. Luke’s, Chelsea. Under the provisions of the Metropolis Act the gas 
to be supplied within the limits assigned to the various companies was to be 
supplied at a certain definite price, and with a certain amount of illuminating 

wer. The petitioners in substance said this:—‘‘ If you, the London Gas 
ompany, are allowed to raise more capital, it may be that that capital will 
not be so profitable as the capital you have already =, and under the 
General Act as at present existing, if your profits enable you to divide more 
than a definite amount, you are required to put by a certain proportion to 
form a reserve-fund against contingencies, and after that reserve-fund has 
reached a certain amount, the price of the gas would be reduced, and we 
should get the profit. We are apprehensive that if you raise more money it 
will postpone the period at which we might hope by the operation of the 
general law to obtain a reduction.”” ‘The committee would observe that the 
capital to be raised could only be for the service of the district assigned to the 
company which it was their duty under the Metropolis Gas Act to serve. 
There might be parts of this district not yet supplied, but of course the wants 
of these districts, as the population increased, were just as great as in the 
places that had been longer built, and it was an essential part of the duty of 
the company, and in fact the terms upon which they held their district to 
the exclusion of other campanies, that they should supply the wants of the 
district, but the petitioners contend that such district should not be served 
at their expense and to their detriment. With reference to this, he would 
observe that the petitioners, by the Metropolis Gas Act, obtained a par- 
ticular fixed limit of price at which they should be supplied with gas of a 
certain definite purity and quality, and the company were now selling gas 
below that limit, so that the inhabitants of St. Luke’s, Chelsea, had already 
received a certain benefit, but they considered that they were entitled to 
have it cheaper still, before other parts of the district were supplied, and 
contended that if new districts required additional mains they should be 
supplied by fresh companies ; that is, the petitioners stated that the policy 
of the Metropolis Gas Act was bad, and that it should be repealed. The 
principle of that Act was, that each district should be limited to one com- 
pany, and the waste of competition and the inconvenience of breaking up 
the streets should not be incurred. He would produce before the committee 
evidence to show that the company required the proposed capital; not every 
farthing at the present moment, but it was not convenient that any com- 
pany should be at the expense of applying year after year to Parliament for 
an Increase of their capital. The company only asked for that which was 
absolutely necessary immediately and prospectively; and there was no 
reason whatever why the new capital might not be as profitably employed 
as the old one had been, or why the raising of new capital should retard in 
any way any further reduction in the price of gas which might otherwise 
made—in fact, the promoters did not take power to divide so large an 
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amount of profits on the new as they had been enabled to divide on the old 
capital for the maximum dividend would only be 7} instead of 10 per cent. 
The amount of borrowing power was also somewhat limited. The compan 
were now in such circumstances that in order to enable them to fulfil their 
duties properly they must have a sufficient sum of money. Out of their 

body of customers they were only opposed by one ogg ts and that 
confined its allegations to the particular point to which he had referred. 
He trusted the committee, when they had heard the evidence he should 
bring before them, would say that the bill was one that ought to receive 
their sanction. 


John R. Hinde, Esq., examined by Mr. DEntson. 

I am the secretary of the London GasCompany. The capital of the com- 
any, authorized under several Acts, amounts to £550,000, of which they 
ave expended the whole, and their borrowing power to £91,000, which has 

also been raised and absorbed. For the last two years the dividend had 
reached the maximum amountof £10 per cent., but taking a period of 15 years, 
the average would only be 2°8 per cent.; of course, if we went further back, 
the average would be still less. We were eleven years without any dividend 
atall. We supply about 15,000 consumers, distributed over thirteen parishes, 
or parts of parishes. The cost of making gas has lately been increasing ve 
much, from various causes, principally the increase of wages, which is sti 
going on, and the advance in the yas of gas coal, cannel coal more jy ~ 
cularly. I bought it at 40s. last March, and it is now 80s. per ton. At the 
time the Metropolis Act was passed it was under 30s.; but, notwithstand- 
iag this, we have reduced our price—4s. 6d. was the price fixed in the Metro- 
is Gas Act, but we have reduced it to4s. The public lights are now 
think 3s. 5d. Unfortunately, our works were removed from Vauxhall to 
Nine Elms, the Duchy of Cornwall declining to renew our lease. On the old 
works we expended about £170,000, and there was nothing we could take 
away; it was all good for nothing, and we set to work to obtain new works 
elsewhere, at the cost of about £160,000. In the parish of St. Luke we have 
about 20 miles of pipes, the greater part laid by the Imperial Company, one 
of our predecessors. It was part of the arrangement, sanctioned by the Me- 
tropolis Gas Act, that there should be no competition; the districts have 
all been settled, and we took the part of this particular district, and inherited 
the pipes of the Imperial Company, which are a great deal too small, so that 
a great deal of the expense we now have to incur is in making larger pipes. 
Besides having spent this money, we are at present considerably in debt— 
above £60,000, I should say—in a great measure in consequence of having 
to turn out of Vauxhall. We are also laying mains across the river, to 
supply this very parish of Chelsea, and an increase of business necessarily 
entails the expense of increased works. Our rental is increasing about 
£8000 or £10,000 a year. I do not exactly know how much that represents 
in feet of gas, but I believe it is about 35 million feet. It represents an 
annual anticipated outlay of £17,500, arising merely from the natural in- 
crease of population and the demands for gas. We are not asking for any 
wers outside of the district to which we were limited in 1860; but 
if we do not serve that district properly a complaint may be made to the 
Secretary of State. 


Cross-examined by Mr. A. Lippeti: The capital settled for us in 1860 | 


was £550,000. We were inclined to take the district with that capital. 
There was no objection at the time as to the size of thedistrict. The change 
of the works from Vauxhall to Nine Elms has been going on some three or 
four years. We came to Parliament last year, but the bill did not pass the 
Standing Orders, The capital required is partly to pay for the change of 
the works. We are about £60,000 in debt. 

Mr. Lippett : Is it a fact that you have £100,000 of borrowing powers 
still unexhausted > 

Witness ; Not a farthing. 

Mr. Lippeti: As I understand you, it is not to lay new mains in other 
parts of the district that you want money, but to renew old ones. 

Witness : We will lay new mains also. New streets are springing up in 
all directions in Chelsea, Battersea, and Fulham, ainda, which are 
amg! to be supplied The increased revenue for the past two years has 
been £8000 a year. 

Mr. LippeLi: Can you give us any idea of the expense per year to have 
that fresh revenue. 

Witness : Taking what we anticipate, it would be something of the same 
amount. 

Mr. Lippett: To earn £8000 a year, it has cost you 
additional. 

“itness : No. 

Mr. Lippeti: What I want to know is, what it has cost you to furnish 
gas bn the new streets—what has been the proportion of the expense to the 
profits. 

Witness : Tam not prepared to say. The dividend last year has been 
something under £50,000 on the £550,000 capital—10 per cent. on the ordinary 
shares, and 6 per cent. on a portion of the shares, Originally the ordinary 
shares were £250,000, but, by conversion of some of the preference shares, 
according to the terms on which they were issued, that amount has been 
increased. 

Mr. Lippeti: As I understand, your capital having been originally 
£250,000, you have gone on from time to time getting power to borrow money 
and to convert that money into new shares. 

Witness : We never converted any money into new shares. Shares were 
created by us in 1857, which enabled the company to pay off a large debt by 
creating what are called parliamentary preference shares. The amount was 
£150,000, making £400,000. 

Mr. LrppeEtx : Is 10 per cent. payable on all that. 

Witness: Oh dear no; only on about 7000 shares altogether; about 350,000 
out of the 400,000. 

Mr. LippeE.: So that, in point of fact, somehow or other, 10 per cent. 
has Fy paid, and is payable still, on £100,000 more than your original 
capital ? 

Witness : Not the original capital, because the capital was £550,000. 

Mr. Lippe: You have told us that the original capital was £250,000 ? 

Witness : Ordinary shares. 

Mr. Lippe.i: Then I ask you bow that had got up to £400,000? 

Witness: By conversion of stock or debentures into shares. 

Mr. Lippet.: How is the 10 per cent. payable on the extra £50,000 over 
and above the £200,000 ? 

Witness : There were some blue shares created in 1840 and 1842—6 per 
cent. preference shares—they were issued with a proviso that they might be 
at any time we liked converted into ordinary shares, and a certain portion of 
them have been converted into ordinary shares, which have been receiving 
10 per cent. instead of 6 per cent. 

Mr. Lippeti: We have got now up to £300,000. How was that other 
£100,000 issued ? 

Witness ; They were 6 per cent. preference shares. 


£8000 a year |} 
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Mr. Lippexi: You are quite sure that £100,000 only received 6 per cent. 
interest ? 

Witness : Yes; if I refer to the printed half-yearly statement I can tell 
you the numbers of the different shares. It appears from the balance-sheet 
made out last year that there were 6949 ordinary shares, 569 blue preference 
shares, 214 oe preference shares, and 5608 parliamentary preference shares. 
I have now given the amounts of the whole of the shares out of the old 
capital of £350,000 as receiving 10 per cent.; the extra £50,000 was added 
by the conversion of the blue and red preference shares. 

Mr. Lippett: Where is the power you have for converting preference 
shares into ordinary shares ? 

Witness : It is in the Acts of 1852 and 1857. The preamble of the Act of 
1852 recites the former Acts of Parliament, which it repeals or confirms. The 
Act of 1857 also shows you. 

Mr. Lippe: Point out the section. 

Witness : It is contained in the preamble. 

Mr. Denison: He is quite right in referring to the preamble ; it recites 
that it was done under an agreement with the preference shareholders. 

Mr. Lippe. : I find it was enacted that several shares created in 1840 
and 1842 should, according to the right of priority, and the terms and con- 
ditions on which those several shares were respectively created, be paid out 
of the profits of the company 10 per cent. per annum, but with the option to 
the preferential shareholders to convert their preferential into ordinary shares 
by giving up their right to a fixed dividend. (To witness:) Was the pre- 
tory capital you have just mentioned raised under the Acts of 1840 and 
1 ? 

Witness : I have just explained that they were raised before the company 
was — at all, but the Act of 1844 confirmed all the previous 
privileges. . 
Mr. Lippert: Then the stock you have last mentioned was not raised 
under the terms of the Acts of Parliament of 1840 and 1842? 

Witness : We had no Act of Parliament then; we were not incorporated 
until the year 1844, 
‘Mr. Lippetu: It was only when the shares were created ? 
Witness : The shares were created in 1840 and 1842, 
Mr. Lippreti: Then, as I understand, that sum was money that was 
raised as preference stock before you had any Act of Parliament ? 
Witness : Yes; and it was afterwards converted into ordinary stock by the 
choice of the preference holders being sanctioned by subsequent Acts of 
Parliament. 
Mr. LippEt.: To what amount does that bring the capital ? 
Witness : It is included in the £550,000. 
Mr. Lippe: I want it in money > 
Witness : Soraething under £40,000. The gross amount on which the 
10 per cent. is paid is £350,000. 
Mr. Lippeti: We have it in your account that the dividends are paid on 
the stock at 5, 6, and 10 per cent.? 
Witness : Yes; the loans are 5 per cent., and they amount to about 
£100,000. 
The CHarrMANn : £91,000. 
Witness : There are some few shares not issued, if they were they would 
reduce the borrowing powers. The rent shares in their original shape bear 
interest at 6 per cent; we have no shares at 5 per cent. 
The CuarRMAN: Will you explain this statement in the account—‘ Quote 
dividend on capital stock at 5, 6, and 10 per cent. ?”” 
Witness : By the Act of 1857 there was a small quantity of stock remain- 
ing, what is termed the red stock and the blue stock. I should tell you that 
the 6 per cent. preference shares went without a dividend for a long time, 
and it was a disputed point whether they could be recouped out of future 
— in order to prevent litigation a stock was created, and part of that 
ars 5 per cent. interest. 
The Cuarrman: Is it the second debenture stock in 1842? 
Witness : Yes. 
Mr. Lippe.i: Have you a reserved fund ? 
Witness: None. 
Mr. LippeLi: What is the limit of your reserved fund, supposing you 
have any? 
Witness : Ten per cent. on the capital. 
Mr. LippEti: You have already, I believe, the largest capital of any 
company in London ? 
Witness : Oh dear no; not by many. 
Mr. LippEL: I meant, of course, in proportion to the size of your dis- 
trict and the coal you consume ? 
Witness : I think not. 
Mr. Lippeti: Will you undertake to say you have not? 
Witness : I believe we have not. I don’t keep other companies accounts, 
but of what I have seen of them I believe we have not. We have a very 
large capital. 
Mr: Lippe: Can you give me any idea of what you have actuall 
spent during the last two or three years, year by year, in laying down fres 
mains? 
Witness : No; I have not that detailed account. The expenditure has 
ese oe about £160,500. I dare say the engineer can give you the 
etails. 
Mr, LippELu: You have stated that the removal from Vauxhall to Nine 
Elms cost you £60,000? 
Witness: No; £160,000. 
Mr. LippEti: Can you tell us how your capital has been expended ? 
Witness : In the prosecution of the business of thie company. 
Mr. Lippeti: You are not prepared to tell us how it is gone? 
Witness : No; the balance-sheet will give you some information on that 
point. 
Mr. LIppELt : Can you give us the price paid by you for coal last year, 
per ton? 
Witness : It?depends upon whether youinclude’the expense of landing, 
and so on, 
Mr. Lipprti: Have you returned to Parliament the rates per 1000 cubic 
feet at which you supplied gas, and the average price of coals used by the 
company in each year? 
Witness : There is no doubt of it. 
Mr. Lippeti: Has your return of the average price from 1863 been 
14s, Sd. per ton, and cannel 31s. 5d. > 
Witness : I know we have had an advance in Newcastle coal, and cannel 
coal has been considerably advanced. I cannot give you a return for 1864 
—the quantity used in the conversion of coal is more an engineer’s 
question. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cripps: The price I have given includes all 
cannel coal. We have used a large portion of Wigan and Lancashire and 
other inferior cannel to make the parliamentary standard, which cannot be 
made in the ordinary coal. 








Mr. Lippez: In one statement of accounts we find them representing 
that their borrowed capital is about £100,000. Now we find by the Act of 
Parliament you have power to borrow £200,000 > 

Witness : It is no such thing ; I have explained that before. 


Mr. Lippett: Have you not a power to borrow £150,000 under the Act 


of 1844, 17 and 18 Vic.? 

Witness : Yes. 

Mr. LippEtu: Have you not the power under the 14 Vic., c, 82, to borrow 
£50,000 ? 

Witness : Yes. 

Mr. LippEti: There is £200,000 borrowing power ? 

Witness : If you read the preamble you will see that the debt of the com- 
pany was £191,000, and the 6000 £5 shares were issued to reduce that amount 
to £150,000, leaving £41,000; then, additional power was given to borrow 
£50,000, making up £91,000. 


Robert Jones, Esq., examined by Mr. Cripps. 


Iam a civil engineer, having great experience in gas companies, and am 
consulting engineer of the London Gas Company. The amount of capital 
laid out by them at Nine Elms, to replace the works put out of action at 
Vauxhall, is £180,000, of which £59,500 is still due. The removal occasioned 
an outlet for a large trunk main that will cost £4000. Another large main 
will cost £3000. A large main has been laid over Westminster at a cost of 
£5000; another over the London, Chatham, and Dover Bridge for supplying 
Chelsea at a cost of £1200; making the amount still owing £72,700. 
Amongst the items making up the £59,500 are retort-houses £15,000, new 
gasholder £13,000, offices and house furniture £4000, workshops £2000, ex- 
tension of mains upon the works £1000, and a set of governors, with the 
house enclosing them, £4000. We had also to cover in a large sewer to 
pass through the works, which we were called upon by the Metropolitan 
Board to cover in—to build our retort-houses over it—at a cost of £1500; 
and boundary walls cost £2000. We have to enlarge a considerable quan- 
tity of 2-inch mains, taken over from the Imperial Company, which have 
been found not to be sufficient for an economical supply of gas, and that 
will cost £11,500. It is required for the immediate purposes of the com- 
pany. There are also other alterations that must be made in that district, 
which will cost £5000, in order to enable the company to distribute their 
gas economically. I have also made an estimate of the amount that will 
be required by the company for the next seven or eight years. Taking the 
increase in the consumption of gas to have been for the last seven or eight 
years 35 millions a year, and estimating that they will require £17,500 per 
year in order to meet the increase—and, of course, if the demand does not 
increase it will not be required; but we know that for many years it has 
been increasing in the metropolis—in ten years £175,000 will be exhausted. 
In my opinion, as engineer of the company, that sum will be required for 
the efficient carrying on of the works of the company. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Arcu1BaLp: I can hardly say the price proposed 
in this bill per 1000 feet. I believe itis 4s. I fancy that will be the maxi- 
mum price of the gas. I have not read the bill. The maximum price in 
the Metropolis Gas Act is 4s. 6d., and under that Act the company have 
reduced the price to 4s. since Christmas. We have not sent in any bills at 
that rate, but it has been announced that the gas will be 4s., and I have 
not the slightest doubt it will be. 

Mr. Cripps said he did not understand that in his learned friend’s peti- 
tion there was anything relating to the present price of the gas which was 
regulated by the Metropolis Gas Act. The petition went only to one point 
Po mm by increasing the capital the lowering of the price of gas would be 

elayed. 

Caste cuntalantion continued: It is a sort of contract between the con- 
sumers and ourselves that when we pay the 10 per cent. dividend the price 
of gas will be reduced. Although we reduce the price of gas from 4s. 6d. 
to 4s., there is nothing to prevent our raising it again. 

Mr. ArcuiBaLp: Supposing you get the merit of reducing the price now 
and the bill is passed, you may raise the price directly? 

Witness : I look at this bill as a financial bill. We are governed by the 
Metropolis Gas Act. We have no maximum price in the present bill. I 
believe the maximum price in the bill of 1860 is 4s. 6d. for common gas, and 
fis. for cannel gas. We might raise our prices to that amount after the 
passing of this bill. The cost of the gas at the burner is 2s. 9d. per 1000. I 
cannot go into the question of what is allowed for interest on capital. I 
confine myself simply to the engineering. 

The CuatrMAN: Does that include interest on capital ? 

Witness : It does not; but I may as well observe that the company have 
been delivering gas of the illuminating power of 13} or 14 candles. If they 
confine themselves to the illuminating power of the Metropolis Gas Act, 
which is 12 candles, of course there would be a difference. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Can you tell us what difference the interest of capital 
would make? 

Witness : The difference between 3s. 9d. and the price now paid. 

Mr. ArcHIBALD: Will that pay interest on capital? 

Witness: It will do so, no doubt; if not, we shall have to lose the differ- 
ence. We anticipate a great increase of consumption under the reduced 
price of 4s. 

Mr. ARcHIBALD: Have you made any calculation of the amount of capital 
per ton in reference to the coal you consume? 

Witness : No, I have not. 

Mr. ArcHIBALD: You know that upon that footing the amount of capital 
of your company is much more than that of any other? 

Witness: That is quite possible; but when they erected the works at 
Vauxhall the gas people had not the experience they have now. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD; So that they have expended their capital not quite 
economically ? 

Witness : That might be so, but I am not prepared to say so. | 

Mr. ArcurpBaLp: The result will be, that will fall now on the consumer? 

Witness: No, not necessarily; because, as the consumption of gas in- 
creases, it decreases tle amount in proportion. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: I suppose that is a fair way of testing the proper 
amount of capital? 

Witness: No; not exactly. Ihave set down a certain sum for the ex- 
tensions of the next ten years, but this will not embrace all the outlays 
that make up the expenditure for gas-works. The expenditure will be 
principally in the extension of mains, and that is not the largest cost in the 
erection of a gas plant. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: If you were beginning a new company, would not that 
be a fair way of estimating the capital? 

Witness : No; it would very much depend upon the extent to be covered 


by mains, and the amonnt of consumption in that quantity of mains. Wel): 


propose to increase the sizes of the mainsin Chelsea and other districts that 
were handed over to us by the Imperial and other companies, so as to make 
these mains as efficient for distribution as they possibly can be. If we 
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distribute it at a higher pressure on the mains, we lose by leakage to a less 
extent. 

Mr. ARcHIBALD: You do contemplate laying down new mains as well? 

Witness : We are compelled to go into new streets. It is impossible to 
tell you the quantity of mains they will require, because new streets are 
being made every year. The length is now 9 miles altogether, and it 
embraces a portion of the new streets that are now laid out. Every million 
of cubic feet the company will have, I believe, to meet by a capital of £50. 

Mr. ArcHiBaLD: Can you tell me the increase in Holborn and Chelsea? 

Witness : The increase has been 35 million per year in the whole district. 
A new district like Chelsea is always attended with more expense. We 
produce now very nearly 900 million feet a year. The quantity of coal 
consumed within the last two years is about 85,000 tons, including cannel 
coal; but I cannot distinguish cannel from ordinary coal. 

. Mr. ArcuiBaLp: You keep your accounts for coal and the supply of gas 
istinct ? 

Witness : The manufacture is not in my department, so that I do not 
know what is the proportion. I am the consulting engineer for the erection 
of machinery, and take the charge generally of the manufacture of gas, but 
not the details. 

Mr. Arcu1BALp: Your present capital would give £730 per million, in- 
stead of £500. 

Witness: I am not prepared to say it is not so. The company have 
made a large expenditure owing to the circumstances under which they 
have been labouring. 

The Cuarrman; I do not quite understand the object of the examination. 
Do the petitioners contend that the company are not entitled to lay new 
mains into the district they are bound to supply under this Act? 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: No, my lord; our objection is that in doing so there 
should be a limit of price below that which the company are now offering 
to the consumers. 

The Crrarrman: Are you contending, then, that the price should be re- 
duced below the scale of the Metropolis Gas Act? 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Yes; we say that is an excessive price, that gas could 
be manufactured much more cheaply. Several companies, I believe, have 
reduced the price much below 4s. 

The Cuairman: We wish to know whether you contend that the price 
should be reduced by legislative interference in the case of this company? 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: Yes, your grace. Here is a company with grossly ex- 
aggerated capital applying for additional capital. Under the Metropolitan 
Act we should be entitled to a reduction possibly. We consider they should 
not he allowed to raise more capital without being put under that reduction 
of price. Gas is now manufactured so cheaply, that we ought as a matter 
of right to have a fixed maximum price below that of 1860. 

The Cuatrman: You mean a compulsory reduction under the Metropo- 
litan Gas Clauses Act? 
Mr. ARCHIBALD: Yes; we are entitled to that,as being a sort of contract 
| with the company and the consumers, on the footing that when they paid 
| 10 per cent. upon that we should have a reduction. Now they are going to 
jay down new mains, and incur further expense, having already expended 
their capital extravagantly. If we were to be supplied now by new com- 
panies we should get gas much cheaper. 
The Cuarrman: As I read the Metropolis Gas Act, they are bound to 
supply this district, and there is no particular amount of capital assigned 
to them in that Act to do it with. 
Mr. AncuiBaLp: When that arrangement was made in 1860, these com- 
panies were planted in a certain district; they knew their capital and their 
' power of supply at that time, and they put themselves under an obligation 

to supply; but they ought to have taken it into consideration at that time. 
The Cuarrman: I cannot go into what took place before that Act was 
passed. I understand that it defined certain limits for different companies, 
that it obliged certain companies to whom the districts were assigned to 
supply the gas when called upon within those limits, and it decided the 
pees price beyond which they should not charge for gas of a certain 

quality; and it did not assign any limit, or in anyway propose to limit the 
capital to be applied for by the company. 

Ir. ARCHIBALD: Only there was evidence of the amount of capital at 

that time. 

The Cuarrman: I do not go into the question of evidence; I want to 
know if 1 rightly understand the Gas Act. 

Mr. LippE.x: Your lordship will see that this bargain was made:— 
“That when your profits amount to 10 per cent. on your ordinary capital, 
and when you have made up your reserve-fund, then we snall begin to 
receive the benefit, and you will then be in the position of trustees to the 
consumers, and you are to reduce the price.” Now they come for £400,000 
more capital. 

The Curarrman: I want to know the contention of the petitioners as to 
the mode in which the companies are to supply the mains in the districts 
which they are required by the Metropolis Gas Act to supply; it is appa- 
rent to all that new streets are being laid out here every year. 

_ Mr. Lippeti: Then let them increase their capital to the ascertained 
limit of these new streets, and before the favour is granted to them, let 
them give the old consumers, with whom a parliamentary bargain was 
made, the benefit of that bargain, and let them for those old consumers 
reduce their price. 

The Cuarrman: What is the contention of the petitioners as to what is 
the mode in which the new mains should be laid in the streets that grew 
up in the district the company is bound to supply? It must be done either 
from capital or revenue; what is the contention of the petitioners? 

Mr. LippEL: The contention of the petitioners is that if the company 
require new capital for new purposes of profit to themselves, they should 
give the old consumers the benefit of the parliamentary bargain; and let 
them, while they raise the new capital which, of course, we cannot dispute 
that they are entitled to have to a certain extent to supply new mains 
where they are required, give the old consumers some benefit from the old 
bargain, and not postpone that benefit indefinitely until the profit on all 
the new capital amounts to 10 per cent. 

The Cuarrman: I will not go into the question of profit, but I under- 
stand the petitioners to admit that for the new mains required for the 
supply of gas in the new district of the company, new capital should be 
raised. 

.. Mr. Lippe: No; before Parliament gives that new capital to do it with, 
it might impose terms upon them to force them to carry out their old bar- 
gain and reduce their price to the old consumers. 

The Cuarrman: Then, if you admit that new capital must be raised for 
the sup ly of new streets in new districts, does it not become really a ques- 
o the amount of new capital that this company shall now be empowered 

raise? 

Mr. Lippe; It does; but it becomes also a question whether in giving 











that power your lordships will not consider the bargain that was made, and 
give some proportionate benefit to the old consumers. I say that, as far as 
the old consumers are concerned, the petitioners consider that the price of 
gas should be limited to a given sum. f 

The Cuatrman; What do you consider that the bargain was? 

Mr. LippE tt: It was this, my lord—that the gas companies should each 
take a district, and be limited to that district. 

The Cuarrman: And be obliged to supply it? 

Mr. LippEtt: And be obliged to supply it; and when the amount of 
profit payable upon the ordinary shares should amount to 10 per cent., and 
amount to enough to lay by a reserve-fund, which, I believe, is limited in 
this company to 10 per cent., the price should then be reduced. . 

Mr. Cripps: I do not think your lordships will find anything of that in 
the Act. There are two Acts of Parliament, and you are confusing the Gas 
Clauses Act and the Companies Gas Act. It is the Gas Clauses Act, section 
30 and 31 that you refer to. 

Mr. LippE.x: That is our view of the bargain that was then made. 

The CuarrMan: Do you contend that the 10 per cent. dividend applied 


only to the ordinary capital existing at the time of the passing of that }| 


Act? 

Mr. Lrppetu: Yes, my lord. 

The Cuatrman: Does not your argument carry you to this point, that 
the companies must do the rest of the work for no profit at all? 

Mr. LippEtu: No, my lord, I do not think so. I do not say that we can 
maintain here that though it is absolutely necessary that this company 
should have new mains in certain places, they may not have fresh capital 
for that, but that if they have that fresh capital it must be limited to what 
s absolutely necessary, and not made a large indefinite amount such as is 
ought for in their bill, by which the compensation that was to arise to the 
consumers under the Act of Parliament to which I have referred would be 
postponed indefinitely until 10 per cent. was payable upon all that fresh 
capital. What we say is this: take these fresh powers if you please, but 
give us some corresponding advantage before you seek for such an ex~- 
orbitant sum of money as £300,000, and borrowing powers to the extent 
of one-fourth. 

The Cuarrman: I understand you reduce the question to one of 
clauses—the question of the amount of capital that itis necessary for the 
company to have, in addition to its present capital, and whether or not 
the committee will insert such a clause as you have intimated for one sum, 
or put a limit upon the price of gas with reference to the dividend? 

Mr. Lippetu: Our argument is against the preamble so far as this, that 
unless something is done it is hardly fair to give the company fresh powers 
at all. 

The Cuairman: Then it seems to me that you get into this dilemma: 
the company will have to do the necessary works out of their profits, and 
then not paying 10 per cent. you will not get the necessary reduction. 
They are bound by Act of Parliament to lay mains in the new districts; 
they must do it either out of capital or out of revenue. If you have the 
preamble of this bill rejected they will have no fresh capital, and therefore 
they will have to do it from revenue. 

Mr. LippELu: We heve endeavoured, my lord, as far as we could, by our 
cross-examination, to elicit materials from the witnesses upon which your 
lordships may found a judgment in this case; but in reality the materials 
upon which we should ask you to judge are not all before your lordships, 
because there are matters which we shall have to supply, failing to get 
them from the witnesses of the company, which would go to show that at 
the present moment in various parts of London where the capital is not of 
80 exaggerated a character as the capital of this company, gas is being 
supplied to consumers at a price lower than the price to which we should 
ask your lordships to limit the charge of this company to the old con- 
sumers, before you grant them an accession to their large capital. 

The CHarrMAN inquired whether any companies had obtained Acts, 
authorizing an increase of capital, since the passing of the Metropolis Gas 
Act. 

The Phoenix and Surrey Gas Consumers Acts were mentioned, and the 
CHAIRMAN requested to be supplied with copies of them. 

“Yr. Henry Ford, examined by Mr. ARCHIBALD. 

I have made some inquiries of the gas companies in London to ascertain 
their charge for gas. Some were selling common gas at 3s. 4d. per 1000 feet. 

Mr. ArcHIBALD: To whom did you apply ? 

Witness : To the officials of the companies. 

Mr. Cripps objected to this as hearsay evidence, and the objection 
having been allowed by the committee, the examination of the witness was 
not proceeded with. 

S. Hughes, Esq., examined by Mr. Lrppett. 

Iam acivil engineer practising in Westminster, and have for 15 or 16 
years turned my attention to the study and statistics of gas-works. I have 
been a good deal employed on the question of the price, and the regulations 
of public lighting; in making arrangements between gas companies, public 
bodies, and corporations; and have also paid attention for some years to the 
progress and advance of different London gas companies. I have considered 
the capital of all the London companies, and ascertained the amount of 
capital expended on every ton of coal, which isas fair a comparison as could 
be made. I have done so regularly for the last five years—ever since the 
passing of the Metropolis Gas Act. The aggregate of all companies, exclud- 
ing the Western, which uses entirely cannel coal, brings out this result— 
the whole of the capital represents £6°26 for each ton of coals used in the 
year. I have taken twelve companies, supplying chiefly common gas, 
throughout the whole of the metropolis. There are thirteen in the Act, 
including the Western. The least of all the companies is the Independent, 
which has a capital of only £4°35 for each ton of coal, and the —— is the 
Phenix, whicb has a capital of £859 per ton of coal; that is after the in- 
crease of capital which Parliament sanctioned the year before last. Other- 
wise, the Phoenix was not nearly so high as the London before that time. 
At present the London stands at £7°67, being the next highest to the Phoenix. 
If the capital of the London was in proportion to the average—viz., £6°26, 
its capital should be £535,155. If reduced in the same proportion as the 
Independent, the capital of the London would be £371,873. If reduced in 
the same proportion as the South Metropolitan, thecapital would be £405,213; 
reduced to the proportion of the Great Central, it would be £442,820; tothe 
Ratcliff, £450,523. In order to pay 10 per cent. on the capital of the 
London Company, it requires to be paid very nearly 23. per 1000 feet for gas 
sold. The Independent, in order to pay the same per centage, 
would require to be paid just over 1s. 1 consider that the proposed 
amount of capital and borrowing powers of the London Company would 
defer for a long time any benefit to the consumers in the parish of Chelsea, 
and would undoubtedly prevent the conditions of the Gas Clauses Act 
being fulfilled, deferring the reduction of the price very materially. It is 
a large addition, almost 50 per cent. of their whole capital, and considerably 
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more than 50 per cent. of their share capital. I think the only way of 
placing the district of the London Company in the same condition as the 
consumers supplied by other companies with small capital is to reduce the 
price of gas. I should not object to their having a proper proportion of 
capital, but I should like to enable the consumers to have gas at a reduced 
price. I think 3s. 6d. per 1000 feet would be a fair limit for common gas; 
there are companies now supplying it I believe at a lower rate, or they 
have given notice of their intention to reduce it toa lower rate at a day 
not far distant. The City of London are going to Parliament to supply 
18-candle gas at 3s. per 1000 feet, which is exactly half the price of 12- 
candle gas at 4s. The London Company’s gas is only 12 candles. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cripps: When I speak of the proposition of the 
City of London Iam aware the proposed bill is not yet law. It is nota 
bill brought in by my advice, but I have been consulted by them. Whether 
|| ultimately they will be able to keep to the price of 3s. remains to be seen. 
I did not take the amount of coal as a test of the capital of the company, 
but I say that it is a fair unit of value. 

Mr. Crirrs: Are there not a great number of circumstances that would 
entirely destroy such calculation ? 

Witness : No; I should say that all capitals of the London companies 
ought to be in proportion to the coals that they use. I do not say it is not 
reasonable that this company should not have expended more capital than 
other companies in consequence of having had to remove their works at 
considerable my epee but, at the same time, it is very hard that the con- 
sumers within the district should have to pay a higher price on account of 





the large capital of the company than the consumers supplied by com- 
panies with a reasonable capital. 

Mr. Cripps: When you speak of the hardship to the old consumers, do I 
understand you to propose that they who have yet to be supplied with gas 
prices from the parts that 


in Chelsea should be supplied at any different 
have been supplied for the last ten years? 

Witness : Yes; because I want to put the old consumers on an equality 
with the consumers in other partsof London. I did make no distinction 
between the old and the new consumers. I should think it fair that these 
consumers in the new streets should be supplied in the same way and to 
}\ the same extent with gas in the new district as in the old. 

Re-examined by Mr. Lrppetx: I have no doubt that the company could 
do this at a very good profit, but I do not mean to say they could make 10 
per cent. at 3s. 6d.; but they would do so if their capital were a reasonable 
‘ellie it did not exceed £5 per ton of coal, or about £553 per million 

eet. 

ee nes They do not propose to pay 10 per cent. on the new 
capital. 

ir. Lippe: I understand Lord Redesdale never allows more than 7 or 
73 per cent., and they put that in the bill as a concession. 

Witness : I think gas at 3s. 6d. will pay more than 10 per cent. on their 
new capital, because it does not amount to the limit I have fixed—£553 per 
million feet. It would pay 10 per cent. on the new capital, and perhaps 8, 
or something like that, on the old; but Iam not prepared to answer as to 
the old capital, for it requires a little calculation. 

By the Cuatrman: I have observed the increase in the Phoenix capital 
last year. In consequence of Parliament having allowed them to create 
a oo quantity of new shares, I think they added either £300,000 or 
£400,000 to their new capital. That isan increase not quite as great in 
proportion as that proposed by the London Gas Company. 

he CHAIRMAN: It appears to have been rather a greater increase. 

Witness: The capital of the Phoenix is raised to about that of the London 
jat the present time. It will leave it afterwards very much in excess. It 
will make their capital considerably more than a million, and considerably 
more than £10 per ton of coal, which is far in excess of the Phoenix. Icon- 
sider that the case of the removal of the works, and the construction of new 
works should be borne out of capital, and not out of revenue—that is, that 
capital should be provided for it. But the Phoenix might also have extra- 
ordinary circumstances to allege for their large capital, and no doubt they 
would do so if they were represented here. I rather think they will have 
to go out of town with their works. I think they had circumstances some- 
what analogous to those of the London. I did limit the price of the gas in 
the case of the London, in consequence of the exaggerated capital they had 
spent, and in consequence of this disproportion to the other companies in 
adjacent districts. 1 consider that capital to have been in former years in- 
judiciously spent. I am speaking of fifteen or twenty years ago. 

The Cuarrman: I do not quite follow your argument when you say 
that because the company had spent so much more capital formerly, they 
should now be allowed to charge the same price for gas as the other 
companies. 

itness : I should allow them to charge the same price for gas as the 
other companies, but not charge on account of their exaggerated capital. 
If other companies came with the same amount of exaggerated capital, the 
same limit should be imposed upon them. I ought to explain, that through 
the whole time the Metropolis Gas Bill was in Parliament, I was aiding the 
vestries in opposing that bill, but for some reason or other, the capitals of 
the companies were allowed to pass without any challenge. With the 
settlement of the water-works question a different course was adopted, the 
whole of their capitals having been investigated by a very able accountant, 
who was allowed to go through all the accounts, and so point out a great 
number of items that ought to be struck out, and I believe some of the 
capitals were very materially altered. 
|| The CHarrmMAn: Does not the limit of the dividend of the new company 
||to some extent place a check on the companies raising further capital 
|| unnecessarily. 

Witness: 1 do not think it does, because the interest, whatever they are 
allowed, will be mixed up with other interest, and therefore there will be a 
much larger sum to divide upon; and it seems to me the operation will 
|| defer a reduction in the price. I find that, although you pay 7 or 7} per 
cent. upon the new capital, it is 8 per cent. upon the old, which really 
}}makes an average of little more than 73 per cent. after all. I should 
|| hardly like to say the company were strictly bound to reduce the price at 
the present time. I have gone into their accounts, but am not prepared to 
say whether the reserve-fund is made up. I can mention an instance of 
||}one metropolitan company raising the price of gas; the City of London, 
after the passing of the Gas Act, availed themselves of the opportunity to 
raise the price to 4s. 6d., which has been one great grievance against that 
company. 

The CuartrMAn: I notice that you omit one company from your state- 
ment; why do you do that? 

Witness: I omit the Western, because they use exclusively cannel coal; it 
would have made the comparison rather more against the company, because 
they use a great deal of cannel coal, for which 6s. is charged. It is a sepa- 
rate supply of cannel gas; several of the othcr companies do not make any 








cannel gas; the Chartered make it, and the Equitable make a small quan- 
tity. The Phoenix have none, nor the South Metropolitan or Independent. 
I think the making of cannel gas very little affects the calculation, because 
the proportion made by any company, except the Western, is very small. 
The quantity of gas made by them is less than 5 per cent. of the whole. 
There was no further alteration imposed upon the Surrey Consumers Com- 
pany when they obtained their Act, but they were then one of the most 
advanced companies as to reduction. 
Mr. G. W. Stevenson, examined by Mr. ARCHIBALD. 

I am an engineer of considerable experience in gas companies, and am at 
the present time engineer to several of them. I have considered the case of 
this company with reference to the amount of capital per million feet. In 
1864 it was £834; the Independent Company has a capital of £473; the 
Great Central, £563; the Ratcliff, £573; the South Metropolitan, £515; all 
considerably below the London; the capital, I consider, should be about 
£550 per million. The company would be able to construct their works 
with a capital in that proportion, and pay 10 per cent. dividend at a lower 
price than 4s. I should limit them to from 3s. 6d. to 4s., as there should be 
amargin. At 3s. 6d. they would, upon a moderate capital, pay 10 per cent. 
18-candle gas at Preston is 3s. 9d. per 1000 feet, which would be about 
2s. 6d. for 12-candle gas. The 3s. 9d at.Preston would be equal to about 
5s. in London, or 3s. 4d. for 12-candle gas. At Plymouth the price is 
2s. 9d. per 1000 cubic feet of 14 sperm candles, the price of coal being about 
the same, or rather higher. In every Gas Act last session, with one excep- 
tion, the dividend on new capital was fixed at 7 per cent. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cripps: Iam not aware of the circumstances 
under which the existing company acquired their works at Plymouth. I 
am not aware that they were able to purchase them of the old company. 
In the case of companies I have selected for comparison I am not aware 
what part of their capital consisted of money that they might have divided. 
I selected the four companies who had the least capital per million feet. 


Mr. Label, examined by Mr. LippEtt. 

I am vestry-clerk to the parish of St. Luke’s, Chelsea. The main portion 
of the parish with which I am connected, which is an outlying district, is 
supplied by the London Gas Company. The vestry manage the public lights, 
paying £4 10s. per lamp; they are also private consumers, and pay 4s. 6d. 
per 1000 feet. , 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cripps: If there is a new street required to 
be lighted, the company are bound by Act of Parliament to at once supply 
mains and light the public lamps, and we require it be done. I think there 
are invariably private consumers before the public lamps are placed. I 
never knew an instance to the contrary. If there were public lamps before 
there were any consumers in the street, I think the company would be 
bound to supply the lamps. 

Re-examined by Mr. LippEtu: The vestry does not take cognizance of 
streets before there are inhabitants in them. 

The CHArrMAN said he did not think that should be taken as law. 

By the Cuarrman: The outlying district of Kensal Green is not supplied 
by the London Company; we pay there for the public lights £4 5s. 


Mr. William Howe, examined by Mr. Lippe. 

Iam a consumer of gas supplied by the South Metropolitan Gaslight 
Company. I pay 3s. 4d. per 1000 feet. I reside in the parish of St. Giles, 
Camberwell. I have resided there for about nine months, and paid that 
price for gas, and a fine gas it is. 

Mr. LippELt said he had very few words to address to the committee, 
because the only object in the vestry of Chelsea appearing before them was 
that something analogous to the equitable feeling between the gas com- 
panies and the consumers, which seemed in all recent legislation to have 
been the object of Parliament, should be carried out in the present case. 
In the old days the gas companies obtained certain capital and certain 
borrowing powers, and were allowed to borrow at 5 or 44 per cent. After 
a time, as their profits increased and the ordinary capital paid better, they 
came to Parliament from time to time, as this company did before the Gas 
Act passed, and got their debentures converted into shares, so that the 
debenture-holder obtained a larger amount of dividend. In order to pre- 
vent that system being carried on, and so limit to a certain definite extent 
the profits of gas companies, the General Gas Acts were passed; and it was 
clearly the object of that Act that gas companies should not be paying 
unlimited dividends, and keeping up the price to the consumers, but after 
a reasonable upon their capital, give the consumers to some extent 
the benefit. They were now applying for power to raise £300,000 of fresh 
capital, with borrowing powers of one-fourth. 

The CHarrMAN: One-third. 

Mr. Cripps: It was fixed by Lord Redesdale at one-fourth. 

Mr. LippE.u: Lord Redesdale had already, it appeared, seen, to a certain 
extent, what a case there was against the bill as it originally stood, and 
had, to a certain degree, helped its opponents. What had the company 
done to show the necessity for the increase of capital they proposed? 
Admitting the point so ably put by the noble chairman, which of course 
could not be disputed, that the necessity existed for some fresh capital, 
what had they made out their necessity to be. It appeared that they 
showed a present necessity of £103,500, but part of it seemed to be a little 
questionable. Admitting the £72,000 for the removal of the works, and 
the £11,500 for alteration of mains in Chelsea, which might be necessary, 
because Chelsea was a new and increased district, he could not see the 
necessity of an outlay of £15,000 in places like Lambeth or Holborn, which 
had not been altered or increased. All the capital might be raised the 
moment the bill was passed, and all they thought fit to raise would be 
bearing interest; and their lordships would find that, taking even their own 
figures, it would be twenty years before the £17,500, which they required 
annually for the increased supply, would grow to the amount of capital 
which was said to be immediately required. The raising of this capital 
would certainly be unfair tothe consumers; and he would suggest that the 
age oes J should have the power of raising the capital which they proved 
on their own figures to be necessary, viz., £103,000, and the interest fixed 
by Lord Redesdale, but that some limit should be fixed’as to the time when 
the further capital should be raised, or some limit as to the dividend 
or interest to be paid upon it. In similar cases hitherto a restriction had 
been imposed that the dividend upon the fresh capital should be limited 
to a certain amount—to 7 per cent.—or that the auction clause should be 
put in, requiring the new shares to be put up by auction, and all the pre- 
mium that was gained upon them applied to the benefit of the public. The 
capital was already an exceedingly exaggerated one, but still such had 
been the prosperity of the company that they had only to put by the 
reserve, and then, the shareholders having already got their maximum 
parliamentary allowance, the benefit to the consumers would ensue. In 
order, however, to prevent that happy event arriving, or to defer it for a 
very long time, the company had applied for power to raise £300,000 fresh 
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capital, and to borrow such a sum as, with the existing money borrowed, 
would amount to one-third of the whole capital. 


Mr. Cripps said the present bill was a bill to enable the company to raise 
a certain amount of money. They had given evidence of the amount of 
money they required, partly on account of sums for which they were 
actually in debt, and partly as an estimate of the amount of capital to be 
required within the short prospective period of ten years. On the other 
side witnesses had been called—witnesses of the sort always called in cases 
of this kind—who had gone into the question from time to time, aud who 
knew the whole affairs of the various companies in the metropolis; and the 
— of the bill had failed by any one of these witnesses to show that 
t 
which they asked. It would be perfectly impossible to mention the exact 
sum that would be required for the next few years; it was necessary to 
take an average. But it would be quite intolerable, and create unnecessary 
expense, if a gas company should have to come to Parliament year by year 
to obtain the precise amount which they might be able to show they re- 
quired in each particular year. What the witnesses had actually dealt 
with—the question of price—was one which it would be unfair to apply to 
the case of any particular company when it required to come to Parliament 
to raise money to supply the immediate wants of its own peculiar district. 
It was certainly unfair for a small body of consumers to come to Parlia- 
ment, seeing the necessity of a company, and to ask for exceptional legis- 
lation in the case of one company, especially as the whole question of the 
supply of gas had been fully considered by Parliament before, and clauses 
had been inserted which were considered to be a fair bargain between the 
parties consuming gas and those by whom it was supplied. It was quite 
a mistake to suppose the Metropolis Gas Act was a benefit to the companies 
only, because a particular quality of gas was specified, and there was a 
prospective benefit given to the consumer in the proportionate reduction of 
price. It had been asked by the company whether any gas company 
had, ever since the passing of the Act, raised the price of gas; and 
the answer to that question was substantially that nothing of the 
kind had ever taken place. It was true that immediately upon the 
passing of the Act three companies raised their price from 4s. to 
4s. 6d.; but they did so upon the coming under the terms of the 


tunity of considering the proposition, and upon its unfairness being shown, 
the increase would not be allowed. It was never intended that the con- 
sumers who happened to be at the time the only consumers in the different 
districts were to be the only parties to have the benefit of the Act; it was 
to be applied not only to the parties living in those districts, but to all who 
might afterwards come into them. The companies were restricted gene- 
rally by the General Gas Act, and in the metropolis by the Metropolis Gas 
Act; these formed the safeguards of the consumer that he should not be 
arbitrarily treated as regards an increase of price. The opponents of the 





| pany should be put in any exceptional position and should cease to be 
| regulated entirely by the Act applying to other companies, and still more 
i, had they failed to show any ground whatever why the amount of capital 
‘now asked for should not be granted. 
| The room was cleared, and on the readmission of the parties, 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee approved of the preamble of the bill, 
| but would require the promoters to insert a clause enacting in effect that 
| if Parliament should reduce the maximum charge for any of the other 


therein fixed, or increase the standard of illuminating power beyond that 
fixed in the Act, this company should be subject to that reduced maximum 
charge or increased i/luminating power. They would also require the com- 
pany to limit in some way the power of calling up the fresh capital in any 
one year; as it stood in the bill they might call it up all atonce. The 
Phenix Act, passed just subsequently to the Metropolis Act, seemed to be 
| @ very good one of limiting the power. At the same time, he would say, 
| with regard to the case raised by the petitioners, it appeared to be a very 
fair case for a general question; but they declined to insert a particular 
limitation of price in the bill of one company. 





WEDNESDAY, Marcu 7. 


come to at the last sitting. He said the company quite accepted their 
lordships decision, except upon one point. Their opponents wished to 
have a clause inserted in their bill, limiting the future price of the 


not insert a particular limitation in the bill of any one company, re- 
ducing the price of gas supplied by that company; but (so he understood 
his grace) if, at any future time, any other company, either voluntarily or 
under direction of Parliament, reduced their price or increased the lighting 
power of their gas, then this company should be obliged to reduce their 
maximum price or increase the lighting power to the same extent. The 
other alteration provided that only a certain amount of the fresh capital 
should be raised the first year, a this they had no objection to. But as 
regards the former alteration—which he believed he had understood aright, 


as any new companies, he shoul 
there were already companies in London, who, by reason of peculiar circum- 
stances, the smallness of their capital, or the smallness of the district, might 
be compelled, under the provisions of the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860, to 
reduce their rates. But the difference between those companies and the 
London was this: that, from the nature of the districts which they supplied, 
they would not have to extend their mains or incur much extra expense in 
increasing their supply; still less were they subject to the circumstances 
which had brought this company into its present difficulties—viz., being 
turned out of premises which they had enjoyed for years, at a cost of 
£180,000. They felt, therefore, that if this clause stood as expressed by the 


whatever exceptional circumstances, reduced their prices, either voluntarily 
or compelled to do so by Parliament, to 3s. 6d. or 3s., perhaps still being 
able to maintain their usual 10 per cent. dividend—without any inquiry or 
Without any application of these special circumstances—they would be forced 
to reduce their rates, and consequently their dividend. Now, he was told 


that in London it was im possible to ‘‘ float” gas shares at a less price than 
7 or 7} per cent. Now, their lordships had limited the interest upon the 
new shares to 7}, and, when people were asked to take them, they would 
consider what security they had that, some other wom aw | reducing its 
. Price, the London might have to do the same, and consequently 


the dividend 





Id i ital for | ** : 
e company he represented would not require the amount of capital for | might afterwards be introduced into Parliament. It was also felt by Par- 


gas; but, in regard to that, the committee had decided that they would 


| much as they expected — companies to keep faith with them. He was 
| therefore quite prepare 


' good faith to legislate specially against them. The result was that the bill 


| would probably be the passing of some general Act; and pending that in- 


Act requiring them to give a superior article. No instance had | 
occurred in which any company had found it necessary really to raise the | 


price, and if they did, the consumers would have the fullest possible oppor- | that so strong a case was made out for interference that not a single person 


bill bad certainly failed to show the slightest reason why the London Com- | 


| twelve companies mentioned in the Metropolis Gas Act below the charge | 


| below that for the time being charged by this company for the same kind of 
| gas, or for increasing the illuminating power of the gas, then in such case 


Mr. Denison addressed the committee on the resolution they had | 


| proposed, and the clause relating to the calling up of the new capital was 


and, if wrong, he should be glad to be corrected—he wished to offer a few | 
remarks. If it had been that they should be subject to the same legislation | 

d have had nothing to say against it, but | 
' satisfy their lordships that this was practically an unopposed bill, because 
| he should object to his friend, Mr. Webster, when the proper time came, as 


company, they would be in this difficulty. The moment any company, under | 





— be reduced to 5, 4, or possibly something still less. Further, if this prin- 
iple were to be introduced amongst gas companies they would be placed in a 
different position to all others. A railway company knew the terms on 
which it was incorporated, and that unless they committed some misfeasance, 
or unless they were dealt with by a general Act, they were entitled to retain 
the rights given to them by phe acer at the time their bill was passed. 
At present there was not in any of their Acts a clause subjecting them to 
any future general Act or any ‘Ket relating to the metropolis alone; but he 
did not feel that they could resist that being applied to them, because they 
would in that respect only stand upon the same footing as all railway com- 
panies, who when they applied for any further privileges, a set of clauses 
were always incorporated which subjected them to any general Act which 


liament, and now expressed in pretty strong language by Lord Cranborne, 
that it was the duty of Parliament to keep faith with public companies as 


: : to submit to the introduction of a clause in their 
bill subjecting them to any general legislation or to any Act affecting the 
whole of the metropolitan companies. Last night a bill had been introduced 
by the City and corporation of London for a rival gas company; and as he 
was counsel for that bill, he was not likely to be unduly prejudiced in the 

resent case. Lord Cranborne, one of the committee who had sat on the 

ill of 1860, which underwent various stages of legislation, was of opinion 
that the London gas companies had not fairly complied with the requisitions 
of that Act, although legally and technically they might have done so ; but 
still he was of opinion that Parliament having legislated upon all their 
affairs in that way, it was not consistent with what he called parliamentary 


was read a second time, and referred not to the ordinary committee of five, 
but to a special committee of twelve, with instructions to inquire into the 
operation of the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860. The result of that inquiry 


quiry it would be inconsistent, to use Lord Cranborne’s language, with 
parliamentary good faith, to repeal that Act of 1860 with reference 
to one particular company, which was what, in substance, he under- 
stood was the purport of the proposed clause. Since the previous day 
another event had happened which had a bearing upon this case. An 
opposition was made on the public behalf against the proposition of the 
North Caledonian Railway Company to erect a station, and he might say 


in the room on either side of the case but was convinced that the preamble 
would have passed had it not been that the subject had been legislated on a 
few years before, and on the faith of that the Caledonian Company had 
raised money and prepared to make their station. A few years ago Parlia- 
ment had thought it necessary, in the case of all railwey companies, to in- 
troduce a new clause subjecting them to the operation of any general Act, 
but until such an Act was passed Parliament could not, consistently with 
good faith, impose upon companies new obligations. In the same way he 
had no objection to being subjected to any general Act, but not to any spe- 
cial Act. No doubt Parliament would consider it beneficial to the public to 
absolutely reduce railway rates, but sfill they did not venture to do it. The 
learned counsel then went at some length into the history of the Sheflield 
Water Bill, two years ago, in which case, he said, his grace the present 
chairman of the committee had decided upon allowing the company to raise 
their rates without hearing him reply upon the case, and the event had 
been that the company had gone on paying their usual dividends, and the 
whole expenses of the accident had thus fallen upon the town of Sheffield, 

The CHAIRMAN said he did not remember all the circumstances referred 
to, and desired the learned gentleman to keep to the matter in hand. 

Mr. Denison proceeded to say that as nothing of the nature of this clause 
was included in the petition against the bill, they would not be able to 
appeal against it in another place, in the same way as if it were a clause put 
in by their opponents. At the same time they were anxious to meet the 
views of the committee, and they therefore proposed a clause as follows :— 
‘* That if by any Act or Acts relating to any four or more of the twelve other 
companies subject to the provisions of the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860, pro- 
vision be made for reducing the price of gas supplied by those companies 


this ccmpany shall reduce its price to the average minimum price to which 
the four or more other companies are limited, or shall increase the illumi- 
nating power of the same kind of gas to the average illuminating power of | 
the four or more other companies,” &c., &c. 

This clause was accepted by the committee in lieu of the one previously 


made to stand thus: ‘* That not more than £59 in every £100 of additional 
capital shall be called up in the first year, aud in each subsequent year not 
more than £20 in every £100.” 

As thus amended, the bill passed the committee. 


VENTNOR GAS AND WATER BILL. 
Turspay, Marcu 6, 

Mr. Davison, Q.C., and Mr. Wiikrnson, appeared for the promoters; 
Mr. Werster, Q.C., for the opposing petitioners, the Isle of Wight Water 
Company and certain ratepayers. 

Mr. Davison, in opening the case for the promoters, said he hoped to 


representing the Isle of Wight Water Company, on account of having no 
locus standi; and when he informed the committee that out of a population 
of 4000 the ratepayers petition was signed by four persons only, of whom 
one took neither gas nor water,a second was a gentleman living in lodgings 
at Ventnor, a third did live at Ventnor once, but now resided in London, 
and a fourth was a gentleman who had given rise to only the shadow ofa 
locus which his friend probably thought he would have in the other House. 
The committee, no doubt, were well acquainted with the contour of the 
country in the neighbourhood of Ventnor, which was somewhat peculiar, a 
ridge of terraces running round the edge of the plan some distance from 
the sea. At present there was no company whatever supplying either gas 
or water at Ventnor, and the inhabitants were dependent on Mr. Livesay, 
the gentlemen from whom the company proposed to purchase the gas and 
water works as they at present existed. The first inception of the water- 
works company at Ventnor was in 1850, when Mr. Livesay purchased of 
Mr. Page some water supply which he then had, and also from Mr, 
Walker, who had a further supply, and who was supplying the inhabitants 
at the time, he thought, at the rate of 2s. 6d. in the pound. It was con- 
tended by the promoters that a spring which no doubt was bond fide pur- 
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chased by the Isle of Wight Water-Works Company was included in the 
purchase made by Mr. Livesay; the spring had, however, been held to be 
exempted from the purchase, and had passed into the hands of the 
Water-Works Company through a Chancery suit upon the subject. 
Even with the assistance of the property in the possession of Mr. 
Livesay, the supply was found to be insufficient, and in 1857 a fur- 
ther supply was purchased by Mr. Livesay, which was also used for 
supplying the town. In 1864 the railway coming to Ventnor had in ap- 
proaching the town to make a large tunnel, by which certain springs of 
water were developed, and these resources had also, by arrangement with 
the Ventnor Commissioners, been purchased by Mr. Livesay, and if the 
committee sanctioned the a bill there would be an ample supply of 
water for the inhabitants of Ventnor and Bonchurch. The gas-works were 
commenced by Mr. Livesay in 1851; he had considerable difficulty in ob- 
taining a site, but from that time he had eg gas to Ventnor and Bon- 
church, at prices, of course, very much higher than those charged in the 
metropolitan district. At first the price was 8s. 4d.; then it was reduced 
to 7s. 4d.; then to 7s. 1d.; and 6s, 8d., he believed, was the price at which 
it was now being supplied, that being a price fairly remunerative to Mr. 
Livesay for the amount of capital he had invested. He believed in the bill 
the maximum was to be reduced to 5s. 10d., by an agreement with the 


| authorities of the town, who were all perfectly satisfied except the four gen- 


tlemen for whom Mr. Webster appeared. It was proposed to transfer the 
gas and water works into the hands of the company who promoted the bill, 
and the price which Mr. Livesay was to receive was something like £20,000. 
The promoters had a share list, which was respectably signed, to the amount 
he believed of £3000 or £4000. He should, as he had said, object to Mr. 
Webster being heard. The company represented by him had an Act passed 
in 1861 for the better supply of water to Sandown, Leyton, Shanklin, New- 
church, Ryde, and other places, with a capital of about £20,000, divided 
into 2000 shares of £10 each, and the borrowing powers, of course, amounted 
to one-fourth, which made the total capital £25,000. He did not know 
what they had done—possibly they might have spent some of their capital, 
but after it had become known that the proposed company was to be formed, 
or rather after the measure had been a matter of discussion in Ventnor, 
they came forward and bought the well which had been the subject of dis- 
pute. They now came before the committee and contended that they ought 
to be heard against Ventnor being supplied with water by anybody except 
themselves, in consequence of having purchased this well in 1865, or the 
beginning of 1866, although, without this well, having commenced their 
works at Sundown, it would have been almost a matter of impossibility, 
owing to the nature of the country, for them to have supplied Ventnor with 
any water at all. 


Mr. WessTeEr then addressed the committee on behalf of the petitioners. 
He said there was one question to which he wished particularly to draw 
the attention of the committee, relating to a certain arrangement which 
had been made with the commissioners, whereby Mr. Livesay parted with 
his works to them; and their lordships were aware that under clause 75 of 
the Public Health Act of 1848 there could be no arrangement with the 
commissioners whilst there were any existing companies capable of sup- 
plying water within the limits of their jurisdiction, without giving notice 
to the company who are able and willing to undertake the supply. This 
was avery peculiar feature in the case; the shareholders were commis- 
sioners, who, according to the opening of his learned friend, were seeking 
to deal with the gas and water supply indirectly through Mr. Livesay, 
when there was a company within the district able and willing to supply 
water to that district. It was no answer upon locus standi to say that the 
water company had not done much, because that might be perfectly 
capable of explanation; nor was it any answer to say that there had been 
a lawsuit about it, because the bill might only have been filed yesterday 
for the purpose of enabling his learned friend to say so. With reference to 
the water-works company, the petition stated that Bonchurch and Ventnor 
were within the limits of the petitioners Act, and consequently, they being 
able and willing to supply water, no local board could deal with the matter; 
and the petitioners were in a very peculiar position, because while they 
had no power except from Parliament to open the streets and lay down 
mains, a simple private individual, by arrangement with the commissioners, 
obtained leave to break up the streets and lay down mains. There might 
be very good reasons why a company should not proceed to interfere with 
a place like Ventnor, which was some distance from the scene of their 
operations; and so long as Mr. Livesay confined himself to laying down 
pipes in the town, the water-works company would not care to interfere, 
whether such proceedings were legal or interfered with their rights or not. 
But when he came to incorporate a company, with powers under an 
Act of Parliament co-extensive with those obtained by the original 
water-works company—except as regards the district which they ob- 
tained power to supply in 1861—and to make arrangements with the 
commissioners when the Act of Parliament stated that the commis- 
sioners should not interfere when there was a company within the 
district able and willing to supply it, the case was totally changed. And 
there may have been another reason for the company not interfering 
before; a new state of things had now been introduced by the supplies of 
water having been opened up by the construction of the railway tunnel, 
which supplies were now brought through the hill to Ventnor, whereas 
they would otherwise have gone to the other side, and which in reality 
belonged to the Isle of Wight Water-Works Company; in fact, there were 
at the present moment claims from the owners of mills in respect of the 
water that the railway tunnel had diverted from the north to the south 
side. The spirit of the Act which controlled the commissiouers was, that 
they should not employ public funds in competition with private capital if 
Parliament had already given powers to a company to supply the district. 
The commissioners couid not themselves have constructed water-works 
without the sanction of the Isie of Wight Water- Works Company; and were 
they to be allowed, through Mr. Livesay who might be himself a commis- 
sioner, and who was interested to the extent of £20,000, to come before the 
committee and obtain the powers they required to compete with persons 
who had a distinct legal position in the place, and who, whatever might be 
their faults or demerits for not having supplied the neighbourhood sooner, 
were still entitled to be heard on a question so materially affecting their 
interests? 


The CitatrMAN said there was no provision in the bill for the commis- 
sioners to construct water-works, or to lay out money on them. 


Mr. WersTER said that was so; but they might arrange with the com- 
pany which it was proposed to create, and they would thus be enabled, in 
int of fact to construct water-works. But why was the Isle of Wight 
jater-Works Company to be deprived of the powers they had already 
obtained, when nothing was alleged against them, and it was at present 





only a question of locus standi. It might be perfectly right to exclude 





them from the district on account of their misdeeds, but they should certainly 
not be prejudiced in the matter, and have their existing powers repealed. 
With reference to the gas company, he did not apprehend there could be 
any question. The committee would see the petition alleged that the 
maximum price of 6s. 8d. was exorbitant, excessive, and unnecessary; 
that a large amount of capital had been heedlessly expended; and 
that the illuminating power of the gas was inadequate. Even a 
single ratepayer had a right to be heard against the powers sought 
to be obtained by the proposed company upon the question of the price of 
gas, and was it right that a person should be allowed to carry a bill of this 
sort by some arrangement with the commissioners without the ratepayers 
being heard against it? The ratepayers distinctly alleged that the charges 
were unreasonably high, and they were in a position to show that Ventnor 
was so circumstanced that gas ought to be supplied at a very low charge; 
and if the committee did not hear the witnesses produced by the ratepayers 
upon that point, what facts would they have to satisfy them that the charge 
was reasonable? On the ground of the right of the ratepayers to be heard 
on questions of this sort, and because an arrangement could be made with 
the commissioners, and it would virtually become a commissioners bill, he 
considered that he had a right to be heard before the committee. 

The Cuarrman said the committee could not consider the bill as being 
the result of any arrangement with the commissioners, because nothing was 
contained in it to that effect. 

Mr. Davison said that with reference to the question of ratepayers, the || 
committee had certain Standing Orders by which they were guided, and 
certain practices brought before them by those in authority. He did not 
deny that if a body of ratepayers, representing a feeling antagonistic to 
the company, had petitioned against the bill, possibly their lordships would 
hear them, but there was no Standing Order which allowed a ratepayer to 
be heard against a bill of this kind. At the outside there was nothing but 
a scintilla of competition involved in the undertaking, and there was no 
Standing. Order authorizing mere competitors to be heard. When the Isle 
of Wight Water-Works Company came to Parliament in 1861, there was 
no limit of deviation within miles and miles of that part of Ventnor and 
Bonchurch with which the promoters were now seeking to deal. They had 
a very nice scheme for supplying Sandown, and by all means let them sup- 
ply Sandown for all time; but the limits of the new company showed that 
they could not go to Sandown, and if the old company were to come to New- || 
church what would they do, and what plan did they propose as regarded 
the works? They happened to get the parish of Newchurch into the bill, 
and they were to have the whole of the Isle of Wight under their protection, 
and prevent the future supply of the district by any one else. Although 
the old company had power by Act of Parliament to supply Newchurch 
with water, they could only supply it according to the deposited plans, 
and could only acquire land within the limit of deviation shown upon that 
we If the present bill were not passed, the inhabitants of Ventnor would 

ave todepend upon Mr. Livesay still for their supply of water, because the 
old company had no power to supply a single ounce of water to a consider- 
able portion of the district embraced by the new company. 

Mr. WexsTER said the limit only applied to the compulsory construction 
of works; the company had power at any time to obtain them by agree- 
ment. 

Mr. Davison said the Act of Parliament said the old company should 
supply Newchurch, but there was a plan which bound them down to a par- 
ticular part of that parish, so far as the works were concerned. 

Mr. Wesster said his friend was entirely misrepresenting the facts. 


Mr. Davison said, assuming that there was power to supply Newchurch, 
Newchurch, though it included Ventnor, did not include Bonchurch, and) 


the deposited plans did not come within miles of Ventnor; therefore, no | 
compulsory works could be constructed applicable to the town of Ventnor, | 


The room was cleared, and on the readmission of the parties, | 





= 








The CHAtrMAN said that the committee had decided to hear Mr. Webster 
upon the petition of the water-works company, but not upon that of the) 
ratepayers; and he would call the attention of the agents to the necessity 
of making their bill in strict accordance with both the Gas and Water 
Clauses Acts, for on looking at it he had noticed several deviations from 
those Acts. 








Wepnespay, Marcu 7. 
Mr. Augustus Frederick Livesay, examined by Mr. W1LKINsoN. 

Iam the present proprietor of the existing water-works at Ventnor. I 
purchased a small water-work of a Mr. Page, in 1850, which was supplying 
a small portion of the town, with very few inhabitants. [Pointing out on 
a map the Spring Hill reservoir, the source of supply, and the portion of 
the town, in the immediate neighbourhood, which he supplied.] Finding 
that the inhabitants required the mains extended, I did so, incluaing taking | 
them to Bonchurch, at great expense and small return, owing to the few {| 
houses in many parts. There was another so-called water-works set up by | 
one Walker. They reached but avery short distance, and drew their supply || 
from a mill-stream. Finding there were only about twelve houses supplied } 
from that source, I thought by purchasing the works I might combine the 
two. Lagreed to buy them of Mr. Rogers, Walker's trustee. I paid £350 | 
for the works and plant, and closed them, because they were at a low level, | 
and were contaminated by the sewage of houses in Grove Rroad. The town! 
of Ventnor slopes towards the sea, a number of terraces rising gradually | 
from the level of the sea, Boniface’s Terrace being 800 feet above. I sup- 
plied the town from Spring Hill by gravitation alone. The supply from | 
Spring Hill was sufficient for about six years—until 1857, and in that time || 
I extended my mains all over the town. In 1857 I found it necessary to|| 
obtain an additional supply, and commenced by digging wells at the back of | 
Spring Hill. I then went to a higher level, and obtained a well 74 feet 
deep, at a place called the Quarries, adjoining the railway station. I asked 
permission to open a road to that well from the commissioners, 
and obtained it, on the conditions that the price of water should |) 
be charged at the rate of 1s. 1d. in the £1 on the rating. That a 
reservoir should be built holding 24,000 gallons, and that I should put fire- 
plugs throughout the town. [Deed put in.] I almost immediately gave up 
the odd penny and supplied the town at 1s. The supply from the two 
sources was about 250,000 gallons per day, but that was not sufficient, and, 
in 1864, I made an agreement with the railway company for a large flow of |; 
water coming through the tunnel, on condition of supplying the railway 
for all their purposes, the remainder passing to me for the supply of the 
town. That surplus was so large that, combined with the two other sources, 
it amounted to 560,000 gallons a day, or 140 gallons per head per diem. In 
October, 1864, the supply through the tunnel was practically unlimited, 
_ is amply sufficient for the present and probable future necessities of 

entnor. 























o- 





Ne ee et er 


























April 3, 1866.] 


THE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT, © 229 





Cross-examined by Mr. Wesster: I am not aware that any question has 
arisen between the railway company and the owners of a mill on the other 
side of the hill as to the right to this water. I do not know whether there 
is a mill immediately below Roxall on the north side of the hill. Asa 
matter of fact, the tunnel inclines from the north side down towards 
Ventnor, but I do not know the inclination. 

Mr. WeBstTER: So that it would bring the water from Roxall down to 
Ventnor? 

Witness: No, it would not. 

Mr. Davison here objected that his learned friend was travelling en- 
tirely out of the allegations contained in his petition. 

Mr. WeBsTER read Article 7, which stated that the petitioners sought to 
lay pipes, &c., &c., and supply water, &c., in “the parishes aforesaid,” and 
he contended that, by this agreement with the railway company, Mr. 
Livesay had obtained the control of a large amount of water to the detri- 
ment of the interests of the Isle of Wight Water Works Company, for he 


{| should be able to prove that, but for this tunnel, the water, or a very large 


proportion of it, would have been available for the supply of the district on 
the other side of the hill, including Sandown and the adjoining neighbour- 
hood. The water on the north side all ran into the stream of the Yar, 
which stream the Isle of Wight Company had power to use; and it was a 
fact, that the owners of the mills on the other side claimed compensation 
from the railway company for diverting the water from the north to the 
south side. 

The Cuarrman: Does the bill give the company any powers beyond 
what Mr. Livesay possesses? 

Mr. Wesster: Indirectly, under the Water-Works Clauses Act. 

The Cuarrman: As I understand the bill it gives the company power to 
purchase from Mr. Livesay. You contend tbat, by some clause in the 
Water-Works Clauses Act, it confirms an agreement made by Mr. Livesay 
with some one else. 

Mr. WeBsTER said that the Act gave power to the company to do all that 
which Mr. Livesay had hitherto done illegally. It had been decided that a 
private individual had no power to break up public streets, even with con- 
sent of a Local Board of Health, without the authority of Parliament, and 
any one might, in fact, indict him for a nuisance for so doing. He had ac- 
quired a right to certain water, but without this Act he could not utilize it. 

After some further conyersation the room was cleared, and when the 
doors were again opened, 

The CuairMAN said the committee were of opinion that the learned 
counsel could not put any questions as to the right of water. 

Cross-examination continued: My object in purchasing the works from 
Walker's trustee was to combine the two. When I got the customers I dis- 
continued the works. I am the only person who has supplied Ventnor with 
water since 1861, except lately, when Mr. Webber has supplied twelve 
houses. The gross rental is about £400; the expenses £50. 

Mr. WrexnstER: And you are to receive £20,000? 

Mr. Davison objected. There was no allegation in the petition that 
the price was unfair. . 

Mr. WessTER: It is stated on the bill he is to receive £20,000 if the bill 
pass, for both gas and water. 

Witness : The agreement was made with the directors, 

Mr. WessTER: Who are the directors? 

Witness ; You can answer that best. 

Mr. WexsTER: I observe two names, Mr. Bush and Mr. Burt; are those 
two of the commissioners? 

Witness : They are. 

Mr. Davison again objected that his friend was travelling out his 
petition. 

The CommirTTEE overruled the objection. 

Mr. Wesster: Who are the parties to the agreement? 

Witness : The directors. 

Mr. Wesster: And their names are these five? 

Witness: Yes. 


Mr. WEBsTER: Are you not connected in business with Mr. Absolon, of 
Portsmouth? 


Witness : Not at the present time; I was years ago. 

Mr. WegsTER: What was the consideration for the water? 

Witness : I have not separated the water from the gas. 

Mr. WegsterR: About what is the rental of the gas? 

Mr. Davison objected. 

Mr. WeBsTER said this was the only means he had of separating the items, 


After some discussion, the witness said that the gas receipts were con- 
siderably larger than those from the water. 

By Mr. WersteEr: His agreement with the commissioners was for ten years 
from 1857. He was not aware that the commissioners only had the power 
to make an agreement for three years. Mr. Urry was clerk to the com- 
missioners, and witness’s son was surveyor to the commissioners. 


By Mr. Davison: Since Mr. Hurry had been acting as solicitor to the bill 
he had ceased acting for the commissioners. Mr. John Burt was elected a 
commissioner, but was not at present acting as such, not being duly quali- 
fied. The town of Ventnor had been at first opposed to the bill, but 
petitions were now signed in favour of it. The chairman of a large meeting 
9 signed on behalf of the meeting, which was unanimously in favour of 
the bill. 

Mr. John Gillett Livesay, examined by Mr. Davison, said he had heard 
of the Isle of Wight Water-Works Company. He believed they proposed 
supplying Sandown. He knew Sandown. The reservoir of the Isle of 
Wight Water-Works Company was about six miles from Ventnor and Bon- 
church. They had no means of supplying Ventnor except from a mill- 
stream. He first heard of the company purchasing the works about six 
weeks ago. Nothing had ever been done to supply Ventnor with water 
from that source since his father bought the works, except by Mr. Webber. 
Ventnor increased very rapidly—25 per cent. from 1851 to 1861, and since 
that date still more rapidly. The railway was completed, but not yet 
opened for traffic. When it was, no doubt an additional impetus would be 
given. It was understood that a further amount of capital, in addition to 
the purchase-money would be required to fully develop the water-works; 
they required more mains, and consequently more money. Mr. Webber 
had only 188 yards of 2-inch mains, whilst his father had 4} miles, in- 
cluding those to Bonchurch. The Isle of Wight Company had purchased 
Mr. Webber’s works, but had not sinceextended them. The altitude would 
not allow him to supply a great part of the town by gravitation. The 
water in itself was of good quality, but it was liable to be contaminated; 
they raised it by means of a water-wheel. The document produced was 
the subscription contract. He believed the amount was about £3000. 








By the Cnatrman: That was for both gas and water. 

By Mr. Davison: Many people in Ventnor had taken shares, and many 
more would if the bill were obtained. The feeling at Ventnor is almost 
universally in favour of the bill, except on the part of these four. The 
water scheme was the most acceptable, because they would get the water 
under it at 10d. 

The witness was cross-examined very shortly by Mr. Webster, nothing 
material being elicited. 

Re-examined by Mr. Davison: It was almost a matter of impossibility to 
take water from Ventnor to Sandown, and they had plenty there. The 
tunnel went through the intervening hill of 800 feet, but the slope went 
the wrong way. 


Mr. Robert Burleigh Sewell, examined by Mr. Davison. 


I am a solicitor, residing at Bonchurch, and am legal adviser to the com- 
missioners. I advised them there was nothing in the bill to which they 
conld take exception. I recommended them to call a meeting of the most 
influential gentlemen, to go into the details of the bill. After that there 
was a second meeting on Feb. 16, when certain explanations were given 
by Mr. Livesay, but he did not go fully into them, because notice had 
been given of opposition. Certain propositions were made by him in case 
opposition were withdrawn, and certain gentlemen were appointed to confer 
with him. He proposed to reduce the rates for water. Mr. Burt was 
elected a commissioner, but was not duly qualified. He considered it was 
highly important that the water should be supplied by a company, as the 
public ther had the protection of the special and general Acts of Parliament. 


Mr. Davison: And, as my friend says, any individual who supplied them | | 


could be indicted. 


“— believed the general feeling of the town was in favour of the] ’ 
ill. 


Cross-examined by Mr. WezssTeR: Iam not aware to what extent Mr. 
Webber has supplied water. At the meeting he had spoken of Mr. Livesay 
was the only gentleman representing the company who took part in the 
proceedings, though others were present. There was a large quantity of 
water available for the purpose. He had never heard of any other opposi- 
tion to the bill but this. He had not resided at Bonchurch until the last 
two or three years. 


Dr. Gooch, examined by Mr. Davison. 


Iam a doctor of medicine, residing and practising at Ventnor. Iam 
most frequently chairman of the Ventnor Commissioners, and have been a 
commissioner since last July. I have resided at Ventnor between six and 
seven years. The question of water supply has been fully discussed by 
the commissioners. At present the inhabitants of Ventnor and Bonchurch 
are dependent upon the supply of a private individual, and itis desirable we 
should have a company for the benefit of both places. That is the general 
feeling of persons with whom I come in contact. I have never heard, until 
within the last nine or ten days, of the Isle of Wight Water-Works Com- 
pany supplying Ventnor and Bonchurch. . 

Mr. WessTeR: I understand that you want to be under a company in 
preference to a private individual. Whether that company is Mr. Livesay’s 
or any other you are not particular, so that you get the water? 

Witness: That is a question. 

Mr. Wexster: Are you a shareholder of the company? 

Witness: No. The powers that we have as commissioners are those 
derived under the board of health, to the best of my belief. There is an 
abundant supply of water all along the face of the cliff, and it can be ob- 
tained, I should think, at almost any place. I was present at the meetings 
which have been referred to. Mr. Livesay agreed, on behalf of the com- 
pany to a reduction of 10d. on the rating. 

Mr. WessTER: Have you made any agreement with the representatives 
of this company, on behalf of the commissioners, either with Mr. Livesay 
or with the company who represent Mr. Livesay, as to the terms on which 
the town is to be supplied with water for public purposes ? 


Witness : 1 you mean whether the rights of the company are to be 
tampered or interfered with, or abridged, all that is taken care of by the 
clauses in the bill; and the agreement under which Mr. Livesay is to 
supply the town with water is confirmed by a clause in the bill. They 
have to place fire-plugs at work in a proper and workmanlike manner in a 
given time: but, apart from that, there is no secret understanding with the 
commissioners as to either the gas or the water. 


Mr. Burt, examined by Mr. Davison. 


I have been elected a commissioner, but am not qualified. I have attende4 
the meetings that have been spoken of, and have taken shares. I believ® 
the company will be a good thing for the town of Ventnor: it is the genera’ 
feeling. I never heard of the Isle of Wight Water Company supplying the 
town until within a fortnight. I am a brewer and coal and wine merchant. I 
have a large business in Ventnor, where I have been upwards of thirty 
years. 

Mr. Davison said he had several other witnesses who would give evi- 
dence to the same effect, but did not think it necessary to call them. 


Mr. WeBsTER appealed to the committee whether they considered it ex- 
edient that the preamble of the bill, as regarded the water, should be passed. 
he facts were beyond dispute, and he did not think it necessary to add to 
them. It was matter of notoriety that the supply of water had been a long 
time in private hands, but owing to the facility with which houses could be 
supplied with water at Ventnor from the water coming out of the rock, 
there certainly was no great temptation for any company to spend capital 
in supplying the town with water, although it suited Mr. Livesay’s purpose 
to do so. The committee would observe the peculiarity of the circumstances 
of a body of commissioners making from time to time agreements with a 
ate yew individual, which were really ultra vires, under which agreement he 

ad obtained a monopoly of the supply of water to the town of Ventnor. 
But under the altered circumstances it was necessary for the original com- 
pany to seek the protection of the committee, and the question really was 
whether they were satisfied upon the facts that a case had been made out 
for the formation of the proposed company. It appeared that £3000 had 
been subscribed towards it, and there was a —— at present existing 
with a very large available capital for the purpose. Was it, therefore, ne- 
cessary to introduce a rival company into the district, the old company 
having made arrangements for an efficient supply. It must be obvious that 
there would not be room for two companies, and an extremely inconvenient 
competition would be introduced. It was certainly a case in which some 
arrangement should be made. The Isle of Wight Water-Works Company 
were pad prepared either to make arrangement with Mr. Livesay with 
regard to purchasing or laying down mains, and it was therefore desirable 
that the portion of the bill relating to water should be abandoned. 
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The CxarrmAN inquired whether he understood Mr. Webster to contend 
that the Local Board of Health could not contract with a private party? 
Mr. Wezster: Yes; if there be a water-works company in the place able 
and willing to supply the district, then they are unable to make an agree- 
ment with a private party, without notice to the water company. 

The Cuarrmay said the Act stated “the local board may, from time to 
time, contract with any person.” Would that mean an individual ? 

Mr. WessTErR: Yes, or a corporation; he thought that was the interpre- 
tation in law. The spirit of the Act was that there should not be competi- 
tion between public and private money; that capital raised by rates should 
not be used to compete with capital raised by shares. 

The Cuatrman: I find that the local board may supply the district with 
water, and for all purposes or any purpose may contract with any person. 
Mr. WessTeEr said that a distinction might be drawn between contracting 
for a supply of water and making works for that supply, but there was no 
distinction in spirit and principle. 

The Cuarrman: I think we must consider the Isle of Wight Water-Works 
Act as applying to part of the district. You can hardly assume that it is to 
be carried to Bonchurch. You are not prepared to contend that it applies 
to all the rest of the island? 

Mr. Wesster: It is “ parts adjacent.” 

The Cuarrman: Your contention must be that a “ part” is a parish. 

Mr. Wesster: My contention certainly would not be that, because there 
are certain extra-parochial places that are “ parts adjacent.” 

The Cnarrman: Bonchurch is another parish. If you contend that 
another parish comes in so as to bring Bonchurch in, as an adjacent part of 
the parish mentioned in your bill, you must contend that it must include 
also other parishes. 

_ Mr. Wessrer: It is closely connected. There is nodistinction at all. It 
is a part adjacent to one of these parishes. 

The CHAIRMAN: it isa separate parish. No doubt the main road runs 
through it, as it does all round the island. We must take the bill as it is. 
Mr. Wessrer said it appeared by the map that there was but very little 
done in Bonchurch. He did not wish, however, to take up the time of the 
committee, the substantial facts not being in dispute; but upon the facts 
which had been brought before the committee were they prepared to in- 
troduce a company who had made an arrangement with the commissioners, 
to say the least, of a questionable and suspicious kind? He did not mean 
to say a word against Mr. Livesay, who was a respectable person, carrying 
out a successful enterprise at Ventnor, and if he had been contented to 
carry out as a private individual the company would not have interposed ; 
but, when he sought to interpose another company within part of a district 
for which there was already existing power, their lordships would look with 
some care to consider whether there was that sort of necessity existing that 
would lead them to introduce asother company, particularly as the old 
company were willing to make arrangements for the purchase of Mr. Live- 
say’s works at a fair price. 

Mr. Livesay, jun., was then called in support of the portion of the bill 
relating to the supply of gas. 


Mr. Davison: We have heard from your father that the revenue from 
the gas-works is greater than the revenue from the water-works; the ex- 
penses of the gas-works are greater necessarily than those of the water? 


Witness: Yes; we have had to spend about £2000 in making a wall to 


The average price of coal at Ventnor is 22s. 33d. per ton, 


keep out the sea. 
There are a number of detached 


and the cost of landing is considerable. 
houses in the neighbourhood of Ventnor. There is a main running up to 
one house—Steep Hill Castle—and the nature of the soil is corrosive. We 
have five miles of mains, giving an average of 39} yards to each con- 
sumer; that is considerably above the average in country places. ‘The pipes 








are much more liable to corrode in our soil; most of it is chalky marl, and 


after being in the ground a few years is greatly altered in character, and is 
more like plumbago. The present price of gas at Ventnor is a very low one, 
considering all the circumstances. The leakage, for instance, is very great, 
and we are constantly extending the pipes for new consumers. I do not 
know any other gas-works with their pipes laidin chalk; no doubt they are 
at Brighton. Theworks were established in 1851, and the oldest mains have 


service-pipes into them. 
side. Where the decay is from the outside, caused by the soil, it affects gas 
and water pipes equally; the water-pipes, of course, decay on the outside. 
I think the price of coal at Brighton is very considerably less than at | 
Ventnor. Our leakage is 28} per cent. of the total quantity; this might | 
be from bad joining, but in my opinion it is not. You cannot detect 
it generally, unless there is great leakage. The pressure is very high; we 
sometimes go 290 feet above the sea, and consequently cannot regulate the 
ressure. A rental of £1 5s. = quarter is paid for the main to Steep | 
ill Castle, which is a very small per centage on the outlay; I think the 
cost of it was £150 or £200, and the interest would only be upon £50. Of 
course, if any public lamps were supplied from the same main the rental | 
would continue the same. At Sandown the charge is 8s. or 8s. 4d. per 
1000 feet. Sandown lies all in one direction, and there is only one | 
rincipal main through the place; it is much more compact than Ventnor. | 








t the case of the Bridlington Gas Bill last sessjon, they established a price | 
of 5s. and 6s. per 1000 feet in consequence of there being 20 yards of 
main to each consumer, and they are much nearer the coal-fields. The | 
cost of the works proposed to be transferred has been from £12,000 to 
£14,000. This has been the actual expenditure, and does not include any- | 
thing for goodwill. We have been expending our capital for 16 years | 
on the water-works, and for 15 years on the gas. We shall have to be | 
id about £6000 for the goodwill. The actual valueof the property now 


building about Steep Hill Castle at present, but there is a good many 
houses being erected about two miles from St. Catherine’s Church. 


to be taken on lease for building purposes. No doubt we shall have to 
extend our mains in every direction from the sea. 
The room was cleared, and on readmission, 
_The Cuairman said the committee approved of the preamble of the 
bill, and the amended clauses being agreed to, it was ordered to be reported. 

















in some places the pipes corrode very rapidly. The iron of some of the mains | 


been in the ground fifteen years. We have had to take up some, and they | 
have appeared like plumbago; they were unsound, and we could not put the | 
In some cases they decay outside, and in some in- | 


| Leamington Priors Gas Bill. 


is considerably above what it originally cost. There is some difficulty in | 
| price of coal and coke, &c., from the petition, and supply you with a print of the 


Bon- | 
church is extending; and there is a valuable estate now offered for sale, or | 


ZHegal intelligence. 


BOW STREET POLICE COURT. 
Fripay, Marcu 23. 
(Before Mr. VAUGHAN.) 
MR, HEDLEY AGAIN.—COMMITTAL OF THE CLERK OF A LOCAL BOARD 
ON A CHARGE OF PERJURY. 

Mr. Richard Archer Wallington, clerk to the Leamington Local Board of 
Health, appeared to answer a summons obtained at the instance of Mr. 
Tom Abercrombie Hedley, charging him with wilful and corrupt perjury. 

Mr. Lewrs, sen., instructed by Mr. T. A. Tibbitts, attended to prosecute; 
and Mr. Murpny, instructed by Messrs. Vallance and Vallance, appeared 
for the defendant. 

The hearing of the case was fixed for one o’clock, but Mr. Lewis not 
having arrived, an adjournment for a quarter of an hour took place; at the 
close of that time, Mr. Lewis not appearing, an application was made 
for a further postponement. 

Mr. Murpny objected to any further delay as unreasonable. The sum- 
mons he said had been left at a place in London where the defendant had 
some friends, and it had only come to his knowledge in that way. He was 
a gentleman in practice as a solicitor at Leamington, and was clerk to the 
local board. He had now all his witnesses present and it would be an 
expense and inconvenience if an adjournment took place. 

r. VAUGHAN said the case must proceed, and he would himself examine 
the plaintiff. 
Mr. 7. A. Hedley, examined by Mr. VAUGHAN. 

T am the plaintiff in this case. My office is at 28, Poultry, and I reside at 
Kingswood Lodge, Mortimer Road, St. John’s Wood. I am a civil engineer. 
I was the plaintiff in an action in the Court of Exchequer, against the| 
defendant as clerk to the Leamington Local Board. That action was referred | 
to one of the Masters of the court—Master Johnson. The defendant was) 
examined before the Master. I was present at the time he was sworn,! 
The reference was held at the Master’s office, in Stone Buildings, Chan-| 
cery Lane, on the 9th and 10th of the present month. On his examina-| 
tion there was a memorandum of agreement produced, purporting to be| 
signed by myself and by Mr. George Henderson. The defendant has had) 
notice to produce that document [handed up]. There were two papers! 
prepared at the same time; this isone of them. The defendant had a! 
shorthand writer present at the reference, and my solicitor, I believe, took! 
a good many notes of the proceedings. I heard what the defendant said! 
in reference to this agreement—both with regard to the time when it was! 
signed and when it was produced to him. He said that I produced the} 
paper to him at the Duke of Clarence, Charing Cross, on Thursday, the! 
11th of May, and he saw that it was sigued and witnessed, but he dis-| 
covered that there was no date to it. He said that I wished to fill in the! 
date, but he objected, as there were two parties to the agreement, and the/ 
date should be filled in in the presence of both; that I took the paper away | 
with me, met Mr. Henderson on the following day, inserted the date, and 
returned it tohim. That statement was nottrue. This memorandum was’ 
drawn up in the middle of Friday the 12th of May, written by myself,| 
signed by me and Mr. Henderson, and witnessed by a lad named Ritchie.| 
It was copied by means of a press on that day, and the document was never | 
out of my possession. It was signed at the office of Messrs. Dale and 
Stretton, parliamentary agents, Parliament Street, and there were present, 
at the time, Mr. Henderson, myself, and the clerk who witnessed it. | 

Mr. VAUGHAN: How are you able to say that it was Friday the 12th of 
May, and not Thursday the 11th? 

Witness ; 1 was appointed the referee with Mr. Henderson on the 10th.| 
On the 11th we found that having limited powers we could not come to 
any award. I saw Mr. Wallington on the 11th, when he gave me full| 
powers to act; and Mr. Henderson and myself agreed to meet in Parliament | 
Street on the Friday. We did meet there. I borrowed the paper from} 
Dale and Stretton’s, and everything was done and handed over to Mr. Wal-| | 
lington between the hours of half-past ten and half-past two o'clock on} 
Friday. On the Thursday we settled the clauses of the bill, and the whole! | 
matter was concluded. 

Mr. Vaucuan: You saw the defendant on Thursday? 

Witness: I saw him on Thursday. 

Mr. Vaueuan: Did you settle the clauses with him? 

Witness: No; the clauses were left to Mr. Henderson and myself to 
settle. That was on Saturday; but on Thursday I had a discussion with | 
Mr. Wallington, who did not show me the paper because it was not written. | 
I simply told him that we could not come to any decision, because both) 
the referees had limited powers; and he then gave me full power to act for} 
him, and I arranged with him to meet on Friday. | 

-By Mr. Lewis (who had arrived during the previous examination): This} 
agreement was a material document for the judgment of the Master in this 
matter, in order to arrive at a proper decision. The letter [produced ]| 
addressed to me, dated the 4th of March, 1865, is signed by the defendant. | 

The letter was as follows:— 

I shall be glad to know what your charge will be for giving evidence before the} 
committee of the House of Lords, in opposition to the Leamington Gas Bill. 1) 
shall be glad of this information by Monday night’s post. 

The plaintiff's answer was also put in. It stated— 

My charge is five guineas per day and expenses. I shall be glad to assist the! 


Leamington Local Board in securing the introduction of proper clauses in the! 
I was retained last session by the corporation of 





| Birmingham for a similar purpose, with great success, and this session am engaged 


by the corporations of Dudley, Bath, &c. Directly I hear from you I will draft my 
evidence and forward you. I should like a copy of their bill, and the petition of the | 
local board, Iam well acquainted with Leamington, and with its gas supply. An 
early reply will oblige, to enable me to make the necessary arrangements. 

The acceptance of these terms was contained in a letter dated the 8th of 
March—alsv put in—as follows:— 

I accept your terms, provided the amount includes all attendances, &c., of giving 
evidence, drawing out proofs, and attendances upon consultation if required. I beg 
to refer you to my agents, Messrs. Gregory and Rowcliffe, who will give you the 


bill and petition. Be good enough to draw out your evidence and give it to them. 
I shall have the pleasure shortly of having an interview with you. 
To this the plaintiff replied on the following day— 
I agree to the terms of your letter of the 8th, and will do as you request. 
Examination continued: I produce the particulars of my demand in 
that action. [Particulars read by the clerk. | 
Mr. Lewis: Are these the usual charges for parliamentary business? 
Mr. VauGHan: That question does not arise in this case. The only 
question is whether the evidence given by the defendant was true or false. 
You must give some evidence to show that that evidence was not correct. 
Mr. Lewis: That is ell I ask Mr. Hedley. 
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Mr. Vaucuan: Surely there must be some question upon that. What 
difference would it make—suppose, in point of fact, this document had 
been signed on the 11th and not on the 12th? 

Witness : It would make a difference of two days. 

Mr. Lewis: The effect would be this—— 

Mr. Vaucuan: I want evidence. 


titled to charge for the 12th and 13th. 
The CterKk: You would be entitled to charge five guineas for each day? 
Witness. Yes, for each day. 
The Crerk: But being signed on the 11th, which is the nature of the 
defendant’s evidence, you would not be entitled to charge ? 
Witness : I was not. 


to charge? 


and 13th. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Then you lost two days, in fact? 

Witness : I lost two days. 

Mr. Lewis: Was the sum of £45 paid into court in the action? 

Witness : It was. 

Mr. VauGHan: That does not arise in this case. 

Mr. Lewis: It becomes material in this case, because by this corrupt 
| Swearing two days were struck out of the account. 
|allowed it would have given five guineas for each day to the prosecutor, 

and he would not have had to pay the costs of the proceedings. But by 
| reason of the ten guineas being struck out he lost the verdict and the costs 
j of the proceedings, because there would otherwise have been a certificate 
that he was entitled to more than the amount paid into court. It is, there- 
fore, material to show the fact. (To witness:) The sum of £45 was paid 
into court? 
itness : It was. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Murpuy: I do not get my living by giving evi- 
dence before parliamentary committees. That is a portion of my practice, 
but not the principal portion, because I have gas-works in different parts of 
the country which bring me in a very much larger income than I get in 
that way. I was Jast year in the habit of attending committees of the 





only on bills that I was connected with. The terms of my agreement with 
Mr. Wallington were that I should be paid five guineas a day and my ex- 
penses. 
inserted in the gas company’s bill. I was to charge for preparing my 
proofs, and for attendance upon consultations, and I made up my account 
oe I did not stipulate under the terms of my agreement that I 
was to make no charge for attending consultations and preparing my proofs. 

Mr. Murruy: Now, take care. Was not your bargain that you would 
make no charge for these things? 

Witness: It was not. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Does not the letter speak for itself? Is not the contract 
made in the letter? 

Mr. Murrpuy: You see the way in which the bill is made out. The ques- 
tion now is, which of the parties is speaking the truth, and that depends 
upon the way in which the parties conduct themselves. Ifa man makes a 
bargain to do a particular thing, and breaks his bargain, and sends in a bill 
as if the bargain were not made—— 


general credit with a jury, but it is not a matter of which we can take cog- 
nizance here. 

Mr. Murpuy: With the greatest possible submission, I shall ask you be- 
fore the conclusion of this inquiry whether it is a case in which you can 


that this is not a bond 
vindictive purposes. 


ticular circumstances of the case. 
Mr. VauGuan: I will give you every liberty I can in cross-examination, 


'| but still when you come to take into consideration the contract made, you 


must, I think, be bound by the terms of the letter, and though it may be 
that the witness in making out his account deviated from the contract, and 
put in other charges, inasmuch as that was done in the teeth of the letter, 


could not be done with any false motive, but simply from a mistake. 
is the view I take of it. 

Mr. Murry (to witness): Now, Mr. Hedley, let me just as we go along 
understand from you what the business actually done for Mr. Wallington 
was. Referring to your particulars of demand in the action, was the entire 
employment in the House of Lords when the bill was there concluded on 
the 9th, 11th, and 13th of March? 

Witness : I cannot speak to that. 

Mr. Murpny: You keep a diary? 

Witness : I do not keep a diary. 

Mr. Murrny: You keep a pocket-book; have you got it there? 

Witness : I have. 

Mr. Murrny: Refer to it, please. You charge “ attendance at House of 
Lords 14th, 15th, and 16th March?” 

Witness : I have no entry here. 

Mr. Murpuy: Then tell me this; we will see what your recollection is. 
Do you recollect whether the business for which you were employed by 
Mr. Wallington was done upon those three days in the House of Lords? 

Witness: It was: but I charge for giving evidence. 

x... Murrny: Was your attendance in the House of Lords for three 
ys 

Witness : It was not. 

Mr. Murrny: Was that bill in committee of the House of Lords for 
more than three days? 

Witness: The bill was before the House of Lords three days. 

Mr. Murpuy: And three days only? 

Witness : Three days only. 


Mr. Murpny: You have charged for “attendance at Leamington testing 
gas" on the 6th of May? 


Witness : I have; that is the second account. 


Mr. Murrny: Attend to me, sir.’ You have charged for “attendance at 
Leamington testing gas, five guineas, on the 6th of May.” 


Witness : I have in the second account. 
Mr. Murpuy: I am speaking of your particulars of demand. 














Mr. Vaucuan: That is a matter of course which goes very well to | 


that letter being in the possession of the defendant, it is evident os it | 
hat 


| referee by writing. 


Witness : If the document had been signed on the 12th, I should be en- | 


Mr. Vauecuan: If signed on the 11th, how much would you be entitled | 


Witness : I should have two days struck out of my account—the 12th | 


If they had been | 


ouse | 
of Commons when bills were before them relative to the supply of gas, but | 


At that rate I was willing to assist him in getting proper clauses | 


think for one moment of putting a gentleman like Mr. Wallington, occupy- | 
ing the position he does, and who has gone through the examination before | 
a competent tribunal, with all the documents before him, upon his trial. | 
With that view I address myself to you for the purpose of convincing you | 

de prosecution, but one instituted for ulterior and | 
ou will have to satisfy yourself whether this is a pro- | 
per prosecution at all; therefore I wish to draw your attention to the par- | 


| randum of it; I have no recollection of it. When I got to the Duke of 


Mr. VaueMAN (to witness): Answer the question; it would be much 
more simple. 
Witness: Yes, it was the 6th of me. 
Mr. Murruy: Did you agree with Mr. Wallington to attend at Leaming- 
ton and test the gas for two guineas? 
Witness : 1 did not. 
Mr. Vaueuan: I cannot go into other matters, and I do not see at all 
| how it tends to make the matter more clear whether he did or did not. 
How does it affect the question? 
| Mr. Murpny: I will tell you at once. Mr. Hedley has stated here, upon 
oath, that on the inquiry before the Master as to when the document was 
signed, but for the evidence of Mr. Wallington, it would have altered the 
Master's decision to the extent of giving him credit for two days. I pro 


| 





pose to show that it would have done nothing of sort, and I shall show tha; 
| though it had not been signed till the 13th, there was more than sufficien 

Mr. Vaucuan: I cannot go into that. It is a matter which, if it is 
necessary to prove in evidence anything of the sort, you must call the 

Mr. Murpny: You cannot call the Master. 

Mr. Vaueuan: Then I cannot accept it. Ido not know what was in the | 
the plaintiff was this—that the document was signed on a certain day, and he | 
says the defendant said it was signed the day before, and he goes on to say | 
point of fact, I should have charged ten guineas, which I did not get. 

Mr. Murpny: I propose to show that that is untrue. 
dence is that this was corrupt swearing. In answer to questions it is said 
by him that he was entitled to so many guineas a day, as a fact upon the | 
a fact which must be negatived by the party on the other side showing the 
agreement was not signed on that day. 
because the money paid into court was sufficient even if it had not been. 

Mr. VauGHAN: The claim in this case was £117, and the money paid} 
nation of the witness, to say that the £45 was, in the estimation of the 
Master, a sufficient sum for all these particulars of demand? | 
that plain in a minute. If you will look at the last item: “ 12 to 15 May. 

| ‘Time and services rendered in acting as joint referee with G. Henderson, 
| between the parties, which was in writing, stipulated that in respect of any 
| services rendered in procuring clauses to be inserted in the Leamington 
Mr. Hedley, instead of charging five guineas a day, as arbitrator, which he 
was bound to do under the agreement, makes a lump sum of £52 10s. In 


paid into court. 

Master. 

Master’s mind. I cannot analyze what that £45 was for. The evidence of | 

that if it was not signed upon the day the defendant said it was, then, in| 
Mr. VAuGHAN: That is a matter of fact. I want to see where the evi- 

contract, supposing the agreement was signed upon a certain day. That is 
Mr. Murpny: I am going to show that it did not make this difference, 

into court £45. Now how can I take upon myself, from any cross-exami- | 

| Mr. Murpny: If you will look at the particulars of demand, I will make 

Esq., £52 10s.” Now that item came before the Master. The agreement 

Gas Bill, the remuneration was to be at the rate of five guineas per day. 

the course of the cross-examination it will be seen that the bill was before 


the referees three days, and before the House of Lords three days only; 
therefore the only remaining question is, how many days did the arbitra- 
tion goon? You will see at once that, with reference to the other items 
in the account—attending consultations, preparing proofs, &c.—he was not 
entitled to anything, so that the contest before the Master came to this— 
how many days was Hedley engaged in the arbitration with Mr. Hender- 
son, in respect of which he is entitled to five guineas a day, and no more? 
Tf we succeed in showing you that it was only two days, then the sum 
paid into court left a margin of ten guineas, so that it was immaterial what 
“—s agreement was signed. 

r. VAUGHAN: I do not see at present, in this stage of the proceedings, 
this is a matter I can go into. It appears to me I am bound to consider 
simply this—was a certain fact, the evidence given by Mr. Wallington on 
that inquiry, true or not? According to your view of it, if what you say 
is to be taken as correct, this is not a material question. 

Mr. Murpny: It was not. 

Mr. Vaueuan: Then if it is not a material question, of course it may be 
a matter for you to discuss before another tribunal. 

Mr. Murpuy: Then I will go to another part of the question, whether 
this was true or not. 

Mr. VauGuan: I must go according to the evidence given. I cannot go 
into those other matters which took place before the Master. I do not 
know ee the Master’s mind was, or for what he considered the £45 was 
enough. 

Mr Mourpny: I must ask the witness what was the number of days the 
cause was before the referees. and how he makes out his £52 10s. 

Mr. VauGuan: To me it does not appear to matter at all how he made it 
out—whether it was made out of charges which were monstrous, or whether 
the charges were partly true and partly false, or altogether true. I do not 
know that it makes any difference at all. The — here is a question 
of fact. Ona particular day, it is said by the defendant that a particular 
thing took place, whereas it is denied by the witness. You say you will go 
into evidence to show that the statement of the defendant was true—that is 
most material. I cannot see at present that an analysis of the items of this 
account has any reference to the issue in this matter. 


Mr. Murruy: It is important, as this matter may have to be inquired 
into in another place, that we should have Mr. Hedley’s evidence. 
Mr. VauGHan: If necessary, you shall have the opportunity of re-cross- 
examining. 
Cross-examination continued: On the 10th of May I was appointed 
I handed over my appointment to the solicitor on the 
other side—Mr. Hanbury. He is not here, so far asT am concerned. I 
handed the appointment of Mr. Henderson to Mr. Wallington on the 10th 
or the 11th of May. I have applied to him to return the document to me, 
and he has declined to do so. The 10th of May seems to have been the first 
day I was in consultation with Mr. Henderson. I discussed the matter 
with him further on the 11th at various times during the day, between half- 
past nine in the morning till late in the evening, and I telegraphed to him 
after that. During my consultation with him on the 11th, 1 had an ap- 
intment to meet Mr. Wallington at the Duke of Clarence. I did meet 
im there; I cannot say at what time. It was somewhere about six o’clock 
in the evening, but I cannot remember; I had so many consultations with 
different people that I could not say to half an hour. I have no memo- 


Clarence, I found Mr. Wallington there, and Mr. Muddeman, who is a 
member of the Leamington Local Board; Mr. Lund, the superintendent of 
the Leamington police; Mr. Williams; and another gentleman, whose name 
I do not remember. I took a document with me, and handed it to Mr. 
Wallington. That document Mr. Wallington has got in his possession, I 
believe. 
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Mr. Murpny (handing paper to witness): Take that document in your 
hands, and answer upon your oath whether that is not the document now 
before you? . 

Witness: As this paper was not written —— 

Mr. Murpny: Just attend to me, sir, and answer the question. Was that 
document not the one you hold in your hand? 

Witness: Most distinctly it is not the document. 

Mr. Murpuy: Now,I do not say anything about the day, but was not 
that identical paper the paper you took to Mr. Wallington on the evening of 
the 11th? 

Witness : It was not. 

Mr. Murpuy: What was the document you took with you to him on the 
evening of the 11th? 

Witness: The power appointing Mr. Henderson the joint referee with 
myself. 

‘Mr. Murpny: Have you ever to this moment said such a thing before? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Murpuy: Where did your say so? 

Witness : 1 said so in my examination before the Master. 

Mr. Murpny: Why did you take it to him? 

Witness : Because, as I stated, though the power was given, we each had 
verbal orders not to act without consulting our clients. We met upon the 
11th, in the afternoon, and found we could not agree in any way. 

Mr. Murpny: Why did you take this document to the Duke of Clarence? 

Witness : They used to meet there and smoke. 

Mr. Murray: What did you wait upon them for? 

Witness : I met them there to tell them the result of my negotiations with 
Mr. Henderson, and then I obtained full powers to act as their referee. 

Mr. Murrny: Why, you had them already. 

Witness : 1 had a written authority, with a verbal understanding that I 
was not to act without consulting with my clients; and Mr. Henderson, I 
found, had the same, when we came to compare. 

Mr. Murpuy: What did you want any further authority for, if you had a 
written authority already? 

Witness : 1 had not given it up till we agreed we could act as referees. 

Mr. Murpny: You had a written authority to act as referee. Why come 
to Mr. Wallington to get another? 

Witness ; 1 said I had a written authority with a verbal understanding. 

Mr. Murpny: What did you give it back to Mr. Wallington for? 

Witness made some reply, which was unintelligible. 

Mr. VauGHAN: Why don't you attend to the question, and answer it. 

Witness : I gave it to Mr. Wallington. 

Mr. Murpny: Why give up the authority to Mr. Wallington before the 
negotiations were completed ? 

Witness : I merely gave it up to him to show that Mr. Henderson was 
eK qualified to act. 

r. Murpny: Did he give it back to you? 

Witness : He did not. 

Mr. Murpny: Did he give you any paper back that evening? 

Witness : He did not. 

Mr. Murpny: Did you agree to meet him the next morning at Messrs. 
Gregory and Rowelifie’s office at ten o'clock ? 

Witness; 1 did. 

Mr. Murrny: What was that for? 

Witness : To report to them the arrangements that Mr. Henderson and 
myself had come to, and also report that Mr. Henderson and myself were 
going to meet at half-past ten, and draw up our award. 

es Then had everything been done except drawing up the 
award? 

Witness ; The 12th I am speaking of. 

Mr. Murpny: No; I am asking you about the 11th. 

Witness: I have been answering about the 12th. 

Mr. Murrny: No,sir; there is no mistake about it. I ask you what you 
were to meet him for at half-past ten on the morning of the 11th? you say 
to draw up your award. 

Mr. VauGuHAN: He has answered that. The question was, “Why meet on 
the morning of the 12th at Messrs. Gregory's?” and I understood him to say 
he met to report the arrangement, and to report that he was going to meet 
Mr. Henderson to draw up the award. 

Mr. Murruy: Had you agreed on the evening of the 11th to everything 
except drawing up the award? 

Witness : We had—yes; a great portion of it. 

Cross-examination continued: I was to see Mr. Henderson after I left 
Mr. Wallington on the evening of the 11th. The document before me with- 
out a date is not the document I handed to Mr. Wallington that evening. 
He did not point out to me when I brought it that it had no date upon it. 
I did not propose to add the date myself. He did not say that it could only 
be done in Mr. Henderson’s presence. I did not arrange to meet Mr. Hen- 
derson at half-past nine the following morning at Messrs. Gregory’s office, 
and hand him the document. I did meet him at half-past nine, and Mr. 
Wallington and the members of the local board at ten. 1 did notthen hand 
him this particular document with the date then addedin. I handed him 
that document first of all in the afternoon of the 12th, in the smoking-room 
of the House of Commons. That was about three o’clock ; the document was 
signed at a little after two o’clock—a quarter past two oclock. Almost 
immediately after it was signed 1 saw Mr. Wallington. 

Mr. Murpnuy: How comes it that the date of that document is in a diffe- 
rent handwriting to the rest of it? 

Witness : It is all in my handwriting, but in a different ink. 

The paper was handed to the bench for inspection. 

Mr. Murpny: How came you to use different pen and ink to write in 
the date from that used in the other part of the document? 

Witness: After we had prepared the two documents Mr. Henderson 
took up one. 

Mr. Murrny: What is the other document you speak of? 

Witness : A duplicate copy of that. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Your attention is drawn especially to this one document, 
and you are asked specially about the date. The question is, how came 
you to write that date with different ink from the other portions of the 
document? 

Witness: To the best of my recollection, in preparing that document Mr. 
'| Henderson discovered that there was no date to it, and I took up the pen 
and write it on. How it came to be different ink was, there being different 
inkstands on a parliamentary agent’s desk. You will find, if you look at 
the date, the name of the Leamington Local Board was left out at the time, 
} {and you will see that the ink has run. 

Mr. VauGuan: That is the very thing I cannot see. 


Mr. Murpuy: “ Leamington Gas” has run, but the date has not. 
Witness ; That is the only way I can account for it. 








Mr. VauGHAN: Can you point out that any running on that part of the 
paper is like the running on any other part? 

itness : I think you will see the ink has slightly run. 
Mr. VauGHAN: Can you give any reason why this having been through 
the press it should not be alike over all the other parts of the document? 

Witness : One is copying ink, which will do so; the other is not, and the}, 
same effect has not taken place. This will not leave a mark upon the|! 
copying paper. For instance, if I write a document upon this with com.|! 
mon ink I cannot get a copy from it, but if I write with copying ink I get 
a fac simile. 

Mr. Vaucnan: But if you want to have a copy of a document, do you|| 
not make use of such ink upon the whole? 

Witness ; Generally. | 

Mr. Vaucuan: Of what use would that instrument be to you if there 
was no date upon it? 

Witness : It was discovered afterwards, and the date was written in wita | | 
_— These words “ Leamington Local Board, May 12,” are written in | 

neil. 

“- the request of the magistrate the sheets upon which the copies were i 
taken were handed to the bench and examined. {| 
Mr. Murrny: Let me begin by asking this question—Were those two 
copies taken from the paper in the hands of the magistrate or not? | 
Witness : That I cannot say. ; 

| 





Mr. Murrny: Cannot say? 
Witness : I cannot. | 
Mr. Murrny: Have you sworn 60 on the subject in the course of this ' 
inguiry? 

Witness : I said these copies were taken from the original. | 

Mr. Murpuy: Have you sworn in the course of the inquiry before Master 
Johnson that either of those two papers were taken from this document? 

Witness: I have not. | 

Mr. Murrny: Have you sworn that neither of them was printed from || 
that document? 

Witness : I have sworn that they were taken from the original docu- | 
ment. | 

Mr. Murpny: Which ? | 

Witness: That I cannot say. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Which is the original ? 

Witness : There were two copies; one I took, and one Mr. Henderson 
took. He handed his over to the gas company, and I have no control 
over it. . | 

Mr. Mcrpny: Now just attend to me. We will take them one by one: 
if the magistrate will kindly mark these two. There is one which has some || 
pencil marks upon the top of it. 

Witness : That was the one in my possession. 

Mr. Mvrpny: And that was produced by you before the Master? 

Witness : It was. 1| 

Mr. Murpuy: The other is the one you obtained from Mr. Henderson in || 
the course of the inquiry before the Master? || 
- Witness: It is the one which Mr. Henderson produced before the || 

aster. | 

Mr. Murpny: Now the one that you produced, and which has the pencil | 
marks upon it, was that taken from the original document or not? 

Witness : If you will let me compare them for a moment I will tell you. | 
[Papers handed to witness.] I should say there is no doubt about it—that | 
the one I have in my possession, and the one I handed to the Master, is a 
copy of the document [ have in my hand. 

r. Murpuy: Is the other one a copy from the same document? 

Witness (after examination): It is. 

Mr. Murpuy: You will swear it is? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. VaueGuan: Then, in fact, both are copie of the same document? 

Witness : Yes. 

Mr. Vaueuan: Both machine copies of the same document? 

Witness : Yes. | 
Mr. Murpny: Then explain, if that be so, how it is that the date and the 
heading words “Leamington Gas Bill” are on one and not on the other? 
Was not the line “Local Board of Health, 12th May, 1865,” added after 
these copies were taken off the original? 

Witness : It was not. 

Mr. Murruy: Were not those words added between the night of the 11th || 
_— -y morning of the 12th, when you met Mr. Wallington at Mr. Gregory’s 
office 

Witness : They were not. 

Mr. Murpuy: Can you give the magistrate any explanation as to how or 
why they appear on one and not on the other? 

Vitness: Tecan explain it perfectly to my own satisfaction. 
that in copying this there were two sheets of paper. 

Mr. Murpuy: First of all, before you give an explanation, have you any 
—-* or do you know anything beyond mere speculation upon the|| 
subject 

Mr. Lewis objected to the witness being interfered with in giving his 
answer. 

Mr. Murpny: He began by saying “IT imagine.” I want to know whether 
he has any recollection of the circumstances under which these press 
copies were made to enable him to account for the absence or the omission 
of that line? 

Witness: No; because they were copied in the back room, and I was in the 
front room. 

Mr. Murpny: Have you any memorandum or document of any kind? | 

Witness : 1 imagine that the lad, in copying, would take two sheets of 
this thin paper and wet them—— 

Mr. VauGcHAN: That I cannot take. 
they were made. 

Mr. Murpny: Have you any entry or memorandum of any sort that 
will enable you to swear that this document was signed on the 12th and 
not on the 11th as Mr. Wallington has stated. 

Witness: Yes [producing a little memorandum-book, which was handed 
to the learned page I shall read the entry:—‘ May 12. Met Hender- 
son at 9°30, at 35, Parliament Street; and met local board at ten. Severa] 
consultations with both parties, and we completely settled Leamington Bill.” 

Mr. Murruy: Have you anything but that to guide your memory as to}| 
when this document was actually signed? 

Witness : No; I have never kept anything more. 

Cross-examination continued: My diary and this book were before the 
Master, and a — of the contents read before the examination of Mr. 
Wallington. 1 cannot tell what portions were not read. 


Mr. Murruy: Were you not asked to read to the Master every entry 


| 


I imagine 


It is a mere speculation as to how 
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you had in reference to the Leamington Gas Bill? Now be cautious how 
you answer that question. 

Witness : I was asked about particular days. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Attend to the question put to you. [Question repeated. ] 

Witness: No. 

Cross-examination continued: The book was handed to the Master on 
one occasion. I did not hear him say that he had a copy of it on his notes. 
Mr. Henderson and the lad Ritchie, who attested the signature, were my 
witnesses on the in uiry. I have another witness in support of this 
prosecution, viz., Ritchie’s father. The lad Ritchie is at present in my em- 
ployment. I took him at the end of the age ge session, before I 
sent in my account to the Leamington Local Board. On the part of the 
defendant, Mr. Muddeman, Mr. Stanesby, Mr. Lund, and the defendant 
| himself were examined. 

Mr. Murpny: Was it proved at an early stage of the inquiry and before 
Mr. Wallington was examined, that upon the morning of the 12th of May 
he sent a telegram ? 

Mr. VauGcuan: I cannot have that. 

Mr. Murpny: I will tell you why; it is for the purpose of showing that 
what the defendant swore on this inquiry must have been bond fide. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Supposing that were so, it must be brought as original 
evidence at all events. 

After some discussion upon the point, 

Mr. Murpny said I only desired to get the facts before the court in the 
shortest way I can; but I will not, press the inquiry, because I am ina 
position to prove it. (To the witness:) Now, Mr. Hedley, a few words as 
to your credit. Are you a person who is in the habit of making one 
charge when employed in giving evidence before committees if that evidence 
is successful, and another charge if it fails? 

Witness: 1am not. I do not see that it has anything to do with the 
case. 

Mr. Vaucuan: I don’t see that it has. 

Mr. Murpuy: A professional witness who gives his evidence upon a trial 
in that way is a witness who, in every court of justice, is to be looked at 
with great suspicion. 

Mr. Vaucuan: I don’t know that. 

Mr. Murruy: A person who make his charge dependent upon success, 
and gains his livelihood in that way-—— 

Mr. VauGHAan: It is more a question of credit for a jury, if the matter 
goes there. 

Mr. MurPuy: You have brought several actions with respect to your 
charges in giving evidence before committees? 

Witness: I appeal to the magistrate; I don’t see that this is evidence. 

Mr. Murruy: Have you brought several actions for giving evidence 
before committees? 

Mr. Vaucuan: Supposing he has? 

Mr. Murruy: In every case he swore to particular matters, and in every 
case he was defeated. 

Mr. Vauauan: I cannot tell what the facts were unless one had the facts 
before one. I cannot judge. 

Mr. Murpny: I must inquire into the credit of a witness who prosecutes 
in a case of perjury. I put it as a question, which is relevant to the credit 
of Mr. Hedley. 

Mr. Vaucuan: All you can say is that it isa curious coincidence; but 
it does not go to the question of the case here. He may have been un- 
successful, but I do not know the circumstances under which it arose. 

Mr. Murpuy: If you will kindly take notice that I tender this evidence 
because it goes to the credit of the witness. 

Mr. VauGcuan: It is not so much a matter for this court as for another, 
if it goes elsewhere. 

Mr. Murpuy: I only wish to have a note taken of it if the case goes 
elsewhere. I am prepared with the necessary evidence to prove the fact. 
I ask him whether he brought an action against the corporation of Dublin 
for £258 17s. upon a similar case. 

Mr. Vaucuan: That can have no bearing at all upon a case of perjury 
in this action. 

Mr. Murruy: It would show whether this was a person worthy of credit. 
Mr. VauGHAN: You cannot tell what the cause was. He might not 
have had his evidence ready, or some legal objection might be taken to it. 
I shall not admit this evidence. 

Mr. Murpuy: You will take a note of it? 

Mr. Vaucuan: No; there is no necessity for it. 

Re-examined by Mr. Lewis: I produced this memorandum-book before 
the Master. I was willingto be examined from it if questions had been 
put. The learned counsel who now appears for the defendant began to 
read matters which did not belong to the inquiry, and I withdrew it. 

By Mr. Vaueuan: The paper which I had with me on the 11th of May 
was the power cogeeeins Mr. Henderson joint referee with me. It was 
drawn up by Mr. Hanbury, the clerk of the gas company. It had been 
previously shown to the defendant and to the members of the local board. 
Mr. VaucHan: Then why was it necessary you should take that paper 


|} with you on the evening of the 11th? 


Witness : Because it was not till the evening of the 11th Mr. Henderson 
and myself discovered, after having endeavoured to arrange matters, that we 
were both tied down by verbal authority not to act beyond a certain limit ; 
and then I went to the Duke of Clarence, where I had an appointment to 
meet the local board if I wanted anything further, for full powers to act, 
and I handed that over to Mr. Henderson. 

Mr. Vaucuan: You previously stated in your cross-examination that 
you went there for the purpose of telling them the result of your negotia- 
tions with Mr. Henderson. 

Witness: Yes, and the result was that we could do nothing because of 
this verbal authority. 

Mr. VauGHan: You swear that? 

Witness: I do. 

Mr. Vaucuan: That the result of your negotiations was, you could do 
nothing because you were tied down? You mean to swear you went to 
tell them that that was the result of your negotiation because you were 
tied down? 

Witness: When I went in the morning I had an appointment. 

Mr. VauGuan: I do not know anything about your appointment that 
day. You were there on the 11th, and you took the paper you described. 
You said previously that you went to tell them the result of your negotia- 
tion with Mr. Henderson. Do you mean to swear that the answer you 
gave just now was the result of your negotiation with Mr. Henderson? 

Witness: Yes. 


Mr. Vaucuan: I do not see any result of negotiation at all. 


Witness: Uhad no results, but to tell them that we could not agree, and 
the appointment was made in the morning that I should see the local 











board and tell them. I attended the appointment, and told them I could 
do nothing because of the verbal understanding not to do anything without 
consulting them. They then withdrew that verbal understanding, and 
gave me full power. 

Mr. Vaucuan: You did not state that before. Well, now, assuming it 
was 80, you say you went at half-past nine on the 12th to meet the 
defendant ? 

Witness : At half-past nine to meet Mr. Henderson, and at ten o'clock to 
meet the local board. 

Mr. VaucHAN: Now, you were asked what you went to meet the local 
board for, and you said it was to report the arrangement made between Mr. 
Henderson and yourself, and that you were going to meet Mr. Henderson 
to draw up your award. 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. VauGHAN: Why was it necessary to meet the local board for this 
purpose, if you had received full powers on the previous evening from the 
defendant and the local board? 

Witness: When I left the local board-—— 

Mr. VAUGHAN: Just answer my question. 

Witness: 1 had arranged on the previous night to meet the local board at 
ten o'clock. 

Mr. VauGHAN: You say you met them at ten o'clock, for the purpose of 
reporting the arrangement made with Mr. Henderson, and to report that 
you were going to meet Henderson for the purpose of drawing up the award. 
But what necessity was there for you to do that if you had reccived full 
powers on the previous night? 

Witness : I appointed to meet them at ten o'clock. 

Mr. Vaucuan: You stated that the very object of meeting them on the 
following morning was to report what you had done. 

Witness : 1 telegraphed to Mr. Henderson, and then saw him at half-past 
ain = met the local board at ten o’clock, to say I had arranged matters. 
with him. 

Mr. George Henderson, examined by Mr. Lewts. 

Iam the secretary and manager of the Plymouth Gas Company, and 
have been so for 22 years. In the spring of 1865 I was engaged by the 
Leamington Gas Company in reference to their bill before Parliament, 
which was van by the local board. Mr. Hedley was employed on the 
other side. Before the bill passed I and Mr. Hedley were appointed to ad- 
just some disputed provisions oy ory to be inserted in it. We had no 
definite authority at first. On the 11th of May it was agreed that we should 
have full powers, and on the following day Mr. Hedley and I met at Mesars. 
Dale and Stretton’s office. Up to that period no paper had been written 
and jointly signed by us. The document produced was written on the 12th 
by Mr. Hedley in my presence. There was another copy of that paper also 
written. 

Mr. VAuGHAN: At what time was it written ? 

Witness: This document, I think, was written about twelve—twelve to 
one o'clock. 

Mr. VauGHan: Written and signed? 

Witness : Yes; between twelve and one. 

By Mr. Lewis: We called in a lad named Ritchie to attest our signatures, 
and a press copy was then taken of one of them. I took possession of one 
signed copy and a press copy. I delivered the original copy to the clerk 
and solicitor of the Leamington Gas Company, Mr. Hanbury, in the course 
of the afternoon, and retained possession of the press copy. There was a 
date on the one I had. I read the two original documents over together. 
The date on the press copy, the original of which I handed over to the 
Leamington Gas Company, was filled in previously to its being signed. The 
boy who took the press copy went into an adjoining room for the ay 
Whether they were press copies from one original | cannot say. I keep a 
memorandum-book in my pocket. In that book I have a memorandum 
that I was engaged on the Leamington Gas Company’s business on the 12th 
of May. It is merely headed “12th, Friday, Leamington Gas.” 

Mr. Vaucuan: Nothing else? 

Witness : No, nothing else. Simply the day on which I was engaged. 

By Mr. Lewis: I met Mr. Hedley again on the 13th, at Messrs. Graham’s, 
Great George Street, on the business of the bill, to settle clauses as agreed 
to, and after completing that I returned to Plymouth on the Saturday night 
by the late train. I am positive that these two papers were signed on the 


Cross-examined by Mr. Murrny: There is nothing in the entry in my 
book which enables me to say they were signed on the 12th, and noton the 
llth. I have the press copy, which enables me to do so; nothing else. I 
heard nothing about this matter after that date until I was subpoenaed to 
attend before the Master on the 9th and 10th of this month. I think the 
date was not on the document when it was handed to me to sign. I recol- 
lect that fact. On reading over the two documents we found the date on 
this one was not entered. I do not recollect that I stated a word of that to 
the Master, or that the question was put to me. I distinctly stated that 
the two documents were written at the same time. I have no recollection 
that I stated anything before the Master that the date was not on the docu- 
ment when I signedit. The press copy I now produce was not taken from 
the document before me; it speaks for itself. 

The learned counsel examined the two together, and called attention to 
the identity of form in the word “no” in both the original and the copy 
produced, which he said conclusively proved that the one must have been 
made from the other. 

Witness ; Allow me to call attention to the date on the presscopy. Itis 
impossible that this date could have been taken from this document. The 
date is part of the original document, whereas in this it is not. 

Mr. VauGuan: You said before in your evidence that the date on the 
— which you received was inserted previous to the press copy being f 
taken. 

Witness: Quite so. 

Mr. VauGHan: Now supposing it should turn out that that little “no’ 
is not in the other original, it would follow then that your evidence cannot 
be correct. 

Witness: Quite so. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Then it is most material that the other original should 
be produced. We should then be able to judge more about it. 

Mr. Murpuy: You are also in the habit of giving evidence before 
committees? 

Witness: Frequently. 

Re-examined by Mr. Lewis: I have not the slightest interest in this 
matter either way. I have come here at great inconvenience to myself. 

Mr. VauGHAN: Can you now undertake to say, bringing your mind to 
bear upon what you remember last year, that this document was signed 
by yourself and by Mr. Hedley on the 12th and not on the 11th of May? 


Witness : I am satisfied of it—positive. I was waiting expressly on this 
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business in London, and very desirous to return home, and only glad when 
the document was signed on the Friday, which enabled me to travel home 
on the Saturday by the late train. 

Mr. Vauenan: I do not exactly see why, supposing the document was 
signed on the 11th, you might not have been able to return home on the 


Witness : I distinctly remember that I had no definite powers. 
Mr. Vavenan: I see in your memorandum-book there are several entries 
of “ Leamington gas.” 
| Witness: Yes. 
| Mr. Vaucnan: Then might it not be very efisy to confound one with 
another? 
Witness: No. 
| Mr. VaucHan: When was the day the bill was ultimately settled in the 
| committee of the House? 
| Witness : Well, sir, the opposition was not withdrawn until the Saturday. 
Mr. VaucHan: Then if that is so, how is the fact of this document 





| being signed at all a guide to you as to leaving town on the Saturday? 
| Witness : Why, sir, the town-clerk of Leamington declined to be bound 
‘by that document unless the gas company conceded the point relative to 
the public lights. 

| Mr. VaucHan: That might be; but the bill not passing the committee 
till the Saturday, [ do not see how the mere fact of the document being 
| signed on the 11th or the 12th could have given you the notion of being 
able to leave town. 

Witness : 1 was here on that business distinctly. 

Mr. Vauauan: That I know, but I want you to put your finger on some 
+ ease uae ground, to satisfy me that on the 12th this document was 

ned. 

OW itness : That was the only written document. 
ane Vaueuan: That may be, but why do you fix the 11th and not the 

t 

Witness : It is dated the 12th. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Is it in consequence of that? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Simply in consequence of that? 

Witness : 1 distinctly remember the morning on which we met. 

Mr. Vaucuan: Did not you meet on the Thursday also? 

Witness : We had a conversation in the lobby of the House of Commons, 
but that was the only day of sittings. 

Mr. Vaueuan: Then do I understand you to say that during the whole 
week you were up on this business, you and Mr. Hedley only met at Dale 
and Stretton’s once? 

Witness : Only once. 

Mr. VaucHan: That you are positive of? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. VAucuan: Then when you met at Dale and Stretton’s was it for the 
purpose of signing that document? 

Witness : Yes; that was after we had definite authority to act. We met 
at half-past nine that morning, and the document was drawn up that 
morning. 

Mr. Vavenam: Now, when Mr. Hedley met you upon that oecasion, did 
he produce to you this document written out? 

Witness: Oh, no, sir; we dictated the thing together; he wrote. No 
copy previously made was produced; the matter had not been reduced to 
writing till the Friday morning. Mr. Hedley wrote both the originals. 

B Mr. Murrny: We were not engaged on the Friday negotiating on the 
subject; on the Saturday we were. 

Collin Baxter Ritchie, examined by Mr. Lewrs. 

Iam in the employment of Mr. Hedley. In May, 1865, I was em ne 
by my father, who is clerk to Dale and Stretton. I remember Mr. Hedley 
and Mr. Henderson coming to their office. Ido not remember the day of 
the month. It was ona Friday. My father had gone out. Mr. Hedle 
asked me for some paper, which I gave him. After he had written on it 
saw them both sign it, and I attested their signatures. Mr. Hedley asked 
me to take acopy. I took two copies off one piece of paper and returned 
them and the original. My uncle came to town that morning from Liver- 
pool, and arrived at the office just after Ihad signed my name. I took 
some books to No. 12, Great George Street, that morning, to the Cardiff 
and Newport Iron and Stone Company’s office. My father was secretary of 
the company pro tem. I never before witnessed the signing of an agree- 
ment. The last meeting of the Cardiff Company was on the day I signed 
this document. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Murruy: Mr. Hedley spoke to me about this 
matter about a fortnight previous to my being examined before the Master. 
From the time I signed the agreement till then nothing had occurred to 
call my attention to it. I told him it was on the day my uncle came from 
Liverpool and my father went to meet him. Icannot recollect the day 
except by that. Mr. Hedley was frequently at Dale and Stretton’s office 
about that time, andI often saw him. I went into his employment in 
June last. 1 remember it was the day my uncle came that I witnessed the 
agreement, because he told me I was too young to sign. 

By Mr. Vauauan;: I told him I was signing an agreement because I had 
just finished doing so. There was no reason for my telling him, except that 


u 
y could not go in to speak to him as I had to make a copy of the document. 
By Mr. Murrny: I had often seen my uncle before in London. As far 
as I recollect, the time was one or half-past one o'clock. It was not as late 
as three o'clock. Mr. Hedley came in about half-past twelve. 
By Mr. VauGuHan: I have never witnessed any other agreement before 


or since, nor parchment nor paper document of 
was never at the office but that once. 
Re-examined by Mr. Lewis: My uncle has never been to the office except 
on that one occasion. 
The further hearing of the case was then adjourned. 


any sort. Mr. Henderson 


WepnespaAy, Marcu 28. 

Mr. Wallington, when the case was called on, said that he had just re- 
ceived a telegram from his counsel, stating that he had been engaged at the 
Kingston Assizes that morning, but expected to arrive in court in half an 
hour. He (Mr. Wallington) did not think it worth while to adjourn the 
case till the arrival of Mr. Murphy. He could cross-examine any witnesses 
who might be called for the prosecution, and he saw no reason why the court 
should be delayed. 

Mr. Vauauan : You feel you are perfectly safe in doing so, do you? 

Mr. Wadlington replied in the affirmative, and asked bis worship to hear 
the evidence of the Master, as it would be a matter of public convenience. 
He believed no objection would be offered to that proposal. 


Mr. Lewis said that in itself he should not object to the Master’s evidence 








being taken first; but he must at the outset submit that the Master’s evidence 
was not admissible. 

Mr. Vaueuan : There is no evidence now of the order of reference. 

Mr. Lewis: When I stopped on the last occasion I was going to call evi- 
dence on that point. 

m. VAUGHAN observed that he could not see the object of calling thet 
aster. 

Mr. Wallington said that the Master’s evidence would show that the 
materiality of the issue was entirely removed. It would go to the root of the 
matter, and prove that the point upon which the present charge rested was 
not a material issue in the case, and was not considered by the Master of any 
consequence. Such being the fact he apprehended there would be an end to 
= lone as the statement, he believed, had noinfluence on the Master making 

is award. 

Mr. VAUGHAN said it was a matter of the greatest importance, under those 
circumstances, to hear what Mr. Johnson said, “because, if in the award he 
gave the statement alleged to have been made by the defendant did not in- 
fluence him in that award, it would cut away the whole foundation on which 
the charge of perjury rested, because it was no longer a material issue. 

Mr. Lewis contended that the Master’s statement would not be evidence. 
Tt would be a peculiar procedure if judges generally were to be placed in the 
witness-box to state what were the particular points on which they had 
formed their judgment. It could hardly be said that because a Master took a 
wrong view of the materiality of a question, that therefore the foundation 
on which an allegation of this sort rested was not perjury. In a case of 
alleged perjury it was not for a Master of the Exchequer to decide the ques- | 
tion on the ground of the immateriality of the issue. It was a question for) 
a jury to decide. 

Mr. Vaveuan said he disagreed with Mr. Lewis as to the admission of the | 
Master’s evidence. Whether he was right or wrong in his opinion he should 
receive Mr. Johnson’s evidence, as he felt it went to the merits of the 
question. 
Marcus Henry Johnson, Esq., examined by Mr. WALLINGTON. 

I am one of the Masters in the Court of Exchequer. The cause of Hedle 

against Wallington was referred to me by order of the judge. I seemed 
the order on making the award. The document produced is my certificate. 
{Certificate produced.] Another document, purporting to bear date the 12th 
of May, 1865, was put in. [Document put in.] The document now pro- 
duced is the same, and bears my initials. 

Mr. WaLiincton: Whether that document was signed on the 11th or 
12th of May, would that at all have influenced you in making your award ? 

Witness : I think not. It did not influence me in my award. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Lewis: Was not one great question in dispute || 
whether the document was signed on the 11th or 12th of May ? 

— : It was so made between the parties, but it was not so in my || 
mind. 

Mr. Lewis: Was it not a question whether if the agreement had been 
signed on the 12th the plaintiff would have been entitled to additional remu- 
neration ? 

Witness : It did not follow in my opinion. 

Mr. Lewis: Was it not a question that if the agreement was not written 
and signed till the 12th of May, the plaintiff would have been entitled to 
three days additional remuneration ? 

Witness : It could only have made a difference of one day in their view. | 
In my opinion it made no difference. | 

Mr. Lewis: If that agreement had been signed on the 12th, and Mr. Hed-| 
ley attended on the 13th, would it not have entitled him to two days more 
than you allowed? 

Witness : I think not. It may have given him one day more. The ques- 
tion I had to decide was whether the defendant had paid into court sufficient | 
to cover the plaintiff’s just demands, and I thought he had done so. | 

Cross-examination continued: The sum paid into court was £45 5s. Plain- | 
tiff claimed £117 5s., and the contract was for five guineas per day, for the 
days he was actually engaged. If the agreement had been signed on the| 
12th instead of the 11th it would not have entitled him to two additional 
days, because I think the plaintiff had paid into court sufficient to cover the | 
possibility of the plalntiff’s making out that he was entitled to more. I con-' 
sidered he was entitled to three days attendance at the House of Lords—} 
March 14, 15, 16. I allowed for the 9thand 10thof May. With respect tothe | 
12th, 13th, and 15th of May. I allowed the difference between the five. 
guineas per day above mentioned, to which I consider the plaintiff was' 
entitled, and the amount paid into court. } 

Mr. VavGHAN: Mr. Lewis is quite right in putting the question as to! 
whether you allowed for the 12th, 13th, or 15th. The important question is) 
whether there was anything allowed for the 13th. 

Witness : The only way I can answer the question is to say how I made up 
my mind as to the making of the award. I had to consider what was the 
value of the plaintiff’s services. 

Mr. Lewis: There was an express agreement ? 

Witness: It only went to services rendered. 

Mr. Lewis: Will you answer as to what you allowed forthe 12th, 13th, 
or 15th of May? 

Witness : 1 cannot tell you. 

Mr. Lewis: Nor’whether you allowed anything? 

Witness: Not specifically. I allowed the difference between the days he 
was clearly entitled to and the amount paid into court. I thought sufficient 
had been paid into court. 

Mr. VaueHan: That was taking into consideration the contract between 
the parties ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. VaucHan : Taking into consideration also the bills of demand, and 
taking into consideration the sum of £45 paid into court—taking all these 
elements into your mind—you considered £45 in effect covered the whole 
sum to which the plaintiff was entitled ? 

Witness : Yes. 

Mr. Lewis: Did you not come to that conclusion from Mr. Wallington 
swearing that the document to which reference has been made was signed on 
the 11th of May? 

Witness : Certainly not. 

Mr. Lewis: Do you remember Mr. Murphy holding up the different 
papers which had come from the press, and saying, ‘‘ You cannot believe the 
witnesses, and therefore you cannot allow the extra days?” 

Witness : I do not recollect that; but it may shorten your examination if 
I say that I rather agreed with Mr. Archibald, who was then with Mr. Murphy, 
on that point. 

Mr. VauGHAN thought this was not material to the case. Mr. Johnson 
had stated that he was not influenced in arriving at the award he made by 
the statement of Mr. Wallington that the document was signed on the 11th. 

Mr. Lewis observed that he might be able to show that, in consequence of 
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the multitudinous duties devolving upon the Master, he might have forgotten 
some circumstances. . 

Cross-examination continued : I did not allow for consultation on the 11th, 
nor for preparing and forwarding proofs on the 5th. Against the items of 
fifteen guineas for attendance at the House of Lords I have written ‘‘ too 
much.” I put attending at Leamington to test gas and the next item together, 
and for these I think I put down two guineas; but I have no memorandum. 
I added attendance on the referees on the 8th with the 6th. I allowed five 

ineas for making the award on the 11tb, or whenever the award was made ; 
whether on that or subsequent days. 

Mr. VAUGHAN thought it immaterial to go into the various items of the 
award. He did not see how it was evidence in the case. Here was a gen- 
tleman appointed to act as a judge for the purpose of assessing the claims of 
the plaintiff, and having taken upon himself the burden of the reference 
made his award, and in making that award on all the materials which were 
then before him, he said he did not make his award upon the supposition 
that this document was signed on the 11th. He did not know whether the 
Master’s judgment was right or wrong. The court had now to consider what 
was the materiality of the issue. If, as the Master said, whether it was 
signed on the 11th or 12th would make no difference in his certificate, it would 
cut away the whole of the materiality of the issue. 

Mr, Lewis said he differed in opinion with the bench on that point. He 
considered the question was not whether the Master took into consideration 
whether the document was signed on the 11th or 12th, but whether a false 
statement was made with the intention to mislead. 

Mr. VaucHan: It must have been on a point material to the issue. 

Mr. Lewis: The question of materiality is one for a jury. Because the 
Master came to a wrong conclusion, it does not follow that the defendant did 
not swear falsely. 

Mr. Vaucuan: If the document had been signed on the 12th, the plaintiff 
would have been entitled to fees for the 12th and 13th; but if signed on the 
Lith he would have lost two days, according to Mr. Hedley’s evidence. 

Mr. Lewis reiterated his opinion that the question of materiality was one 
for the decision of a jury. 

Mr. VauGuHan: I do not think it is. 

Mr. Lewis: If you have made up your mind to dismiss the summons, I 
will put in bail to prosecute at the sessions. 

Mr. VauGuan: I do not take that course. I am merely suggesting to you 
that matters upon which you are cross-examining are not material, in my 
opinion. 

Pr. Lewis intimated that he should not pursue the cross-examination 
further, but would call further evidence. 
John Bass Hanbury, Esq., examined by Mr. Lewis. 

I was formerly clerk to the Leamington Gas Company, and am now one of 
the directors. In May, 1865, I was engaged in promoting the Leamington Gas 
Bill. At that time I believe Mr. Wallington was also concerned in the matter 
as clerk to the Leamington Local Board of Health. I was supporting and 
he was opposing the bill. On the 11th of May I received the letter pro- 
duced from Mr. Hedley. [The letter was put in, and bore date the 11th of 
May, and was written by Mr. Wallington, and addressed to Mr. Hanbury. 
It was to the effect that Mr. Hedley was deputed by Mr. Wallington to meet 
any engineer on behalf of the company to see if any arrangement could be 
made, the arrangement to be approved on both sides prior to confirmation. ] 
I was in Great George Street when Mr. Hedley brought me that letter from 
Mr. Wallington. It was about three o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. Lewis: What reply did you send to Mr. Wallington’s letter? 

Witness : I wrote to him as follows :—* Dear Sir,—I regret I cannot con- 
sent to a conference as to terms unless any such arrangement shall be final and 
binding to both parties.” I wrote that letter and gave it to Mr. Hedley to 
give to Mr. Wallington. In reply to that letter I received a letter from 
Mr. Wallington, dated London, May llth. Mr. Hedley brought it to me 
on the 12th. [The letter, which was then read, was as follows: —** London, 
May 11th, 1865.—Leamington Gas.—Dear Sir,—On the part of the opposition 
I agree to the referee’s decision being final, yours truly, (signed) R. A. Wal- 
lington.’”’] The letter was brought to me at Great George Street, I believe 
there were present at the time the chairman of the company, Mr. George 
Henderson (one of our engineers). and the lessees of the works, Messrs. 
Robinson. Upon the receipt of Mr. Wallington’s letter, Mr. Hedley and 
Mr. Henderson went away together. Mr. Henderson was then authorized 
to discuss with Mr. Hedley the terms of arrangement, and they went away 
together for that purpose, about ten o’clock in the morning. Mr. Henderson 
brought me the agreement now produced towards the middle of the day. It 
was brought to my parliamentary agents, in Great George Street. Having 
received that document on the 12th, we proceeded to prepare clauses such as 
we thought that agreement justified. I then directed my parliamentary agents 
to send a copy to Messrs. Gregory, as the agents of Mr. Wallington, and to 
make an appointment for the following morning to consider them. On the 
following morning (the 13th) we met in the passage of the House. By ‘we’ 
I mean the chairman of the company, myself, and Mr. Henderson, on behalf 
of the company; and Mr. Wallington, Mr. Hedley, and Mr. Wallington’s 
counsel. I have no doubt as to the 12th. There was no authority given to 
proceed with the matter until that day. Mr. Henderson had a general au- 
thority to discuss the matter with Mr. Hedley. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Murpuy: It was nearly three o’clock in the after- 
noon when the letters passed on the 11th. I did not know that Mr. Hen- 
derson and Mr. Hedley had been discussing the matter the whole day. On 
the following morning we met at Messrs. Grahame’s just before ten o’clock. 
The discussion on the 13th was to settle the clauses according to the items of 
the arrangement. It was not more of a legal discussion than an engineering 
question. The clauses were such as required engineering experience to de- 
cide. These documents were not produced at the reference. They were in 
my possession, 

Mr. Lewis: We did not know of them. 


Mr. Colin Ritchie, examined by Mr. Lewrs. 

The witness, Colin Ritchie, is my son, and was in my employ at Messrs. 
Dale and Stretton’s in May, 1865, I was at that time secretary to the Cardiff 
Colliery and Ironstone Company. Mr. Hedley asked me to give him the use 
of my office to sign a deed, andI did so. On the 12th of May I believe I 
left the office about ten o’clock, leaving my son there. On the same day I 
had an appointment to meet my brother. I also had to attend a meeting of 
the company, a most important one to me, to consider whether I was to be 
made permanent secretary. As secretary pro tem. I had to make minutes of 
that meeting, and I produce the rough draft of those minutes, bearing the 
date May 12 in my handwriting. My son helped me to carry over the books 


from my office to the company’s offices. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Murpuy: As far as I can recollect I was at the 
office in Parliament Street all day except when I went out for a few minutes. 
By Mr. Vaveuan: It was the only time my brother ever went to the 
— When I saw him he said to me: “John, your son grows quite a man. 








He was called in to-day to witness an agreement.” My son also mentioned 
that he had signed an agreement. ’ 
Mr. David Ritchie, examined by Mr. Lewis. ' 

I am a warehouseman, and live in Liverpool. I came to London in the 
month of May last, to make tenders. I arrived on Tuesday, the 9th of May, 
at half-past nine at night. On the 10th I examined and valued stock at 
Shoreditch. I did not see my brother on the 10th or 11th. On the 12thI 
went to Graham’s and valeall a stock, and was detained three hours. After 
that I went to my brother's office, 35, Parliament Street. I saw my oe 
there. Mr. Hedley came in. In conequence of something which passed be- 
tween him and Mr. Hedley, my nephew went with him into another office. 
That was between half-past twelve and one o’clock. ; 

Mr. Alfred Tibbets, clerk to the prosecuting attorney in the action in the 
Exchequer, produced copies of the p particulars of demand, order of 
reference, and award. He was present at the reference and saw the defendant 
sworn. He gave asimilar account of Mr. Wallington’s evidence to that given 
by Mr. Hedley. 

Mr. Lewis said that was his case. 

Mr. VauGHaN inquired whether the duplicate produced by Mr. Hanbury 
was the one delivered to Mr. Henderson by Mr. Hedley. 

Mr. Hedley was recalled, and examined by Mr. Lewis on that point. He 
stated that the document produced by Mr. Hanbury was one of the two he 
wrote on the 12th of May, but it was not the duplicate from which the pressed 
copies were taken. 

r. MurpHy: Have you heard Master Johnson examined to-day ? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. Murpuy: And do you now still persevere in this prosecution ? 

Witness : Most distinctly I do. 

Mr. VaucHAN: Were both press copies made from one original ? 

Witness : Both press copies were made from one original. I will explain 
the reason why the date was only impressed on one copy. The body of the 
agreement being written in copying ink, and the date only in common ink, 
when two pieces of copying paper were laid over the document to be pressed, 
two fair copies would be obtained of that which was written in copying ink; 
but the date would only go through one of the copies. I wrote both the ori- 
ginal documents. The — now produced by Mr. Hanbury was made 
entirely in common ink. Both copies were made by me at the same time 
and as fast as I could write. They were both written, signed, and dated 
before we left the room, between the hours of twelve and one. 

Mr. Lewis observed that this was the whole of the evidence on the part of 
the prosecution, and submitted that there was a primd facie case to be sent 
before the jury. 

Mr. VauGuan: It is a case which I cannot possibly withhold from a jury. 

Mr. Murpuy said if the magistrate had thoroughly made up his mind it 
would be useless for him to address himself to that point with any view of 
seeking to dissuade him from such a course. He had a considerable body of 
evidence which would, he thought, go far to show that the witnesses for the 
or were entirely wrong as to the date on which the document was 
signed. 

Mr. VavGuan said if Mr. Murphy wished to offer any evidence to appear 
in the depositions he should be very happy to receive it. At the same time 
it was a matter of conflicting evidence ,between the parties, and he was 
therefore of opinion that the question must be left with a jury. 

Mr. Murry observed that he had most material evidence that he could 
adduce to answer the charge. The learned counsel next commented upon 
the absence of any motive, urging that there was not the slightest reason 
why Mr. Wallington should have perjured himself. He asked the court if 
there was any evidence of a corrupt motive. 

Mr, VauGcHAN: All that is fora jury. I do not at all say there was a cor- 
rupt motive. 

Mr. Murpuy repeated his statement that there was no evidence of corrupt 
motive. Mr. Wallington was a gentleman in a very influential position, and 
had no inducement whatever to made a misstatement. In his official 
capacity as town-clerk to the Local Board of Health of Leamington he was 
asked to give evidence before one of the Masters of the Court of Exchequer. 
In the course of the long inquiry questions infinitely more grave than whe- 
ther a particular document was signed on a special day were occupying his 
attention. The learned counsel adverted to the evidence of Master Johnson, 
contending that the materiality of the issue had been cut away by the 
Master stating that the statements in dispute had no influence with him in 
making his award. Assuming that Mr. Wallington was wrong—and he did 
not admit that he was wrong—he had a great body of evidence to contra- 
dict the statements made on the part of the prosecution. He again adverted 
to the absence of any evidence of corrupt or wilful motive, and observed that 
as he was addressing a gentleman of considerable experience, it would be 
unnecessary for him to enlarge upon that point further than to say that it 
was no crime if a person gave his particular recollection of facts, although 
the statement was not literally accurate. The offence consisted in wilfully 
misstating facts. 

Mr. VaueHan: That is not the question for me, whether the statement 
was wilfully or corruptly false. 

Mr. Murpuy contended that the corruptness was the whole gist of the 
question. A parallel case was an ordinary felony, where the question would 
be whether the person in whose possession the lost property was found took 
it wilfully. In that case, as in the present, the question of motive was the 
foundation of the charge. 

Mr. Vaucuan: This much is perfectly clear—according to the evidence 
of the prosecution there has been a false statement made by the defendant. 

Mr. Murpuy : No doubt. 


Mr. VauGHAN: The question arises whether the statement was wilfully 
made or not. 


Mr. Murpuy: And was the statement material ? 


Mr. VauGuan: I am not prepared to say it was wilfully made, and I say 
the question does not arise for my determination. Oftentimes a criminal 
charge is preferred before me when the question is whether the person could 
have committed the offence with which he is charged ; but when there is some- 
what of a balance of evidence, I do not take upon myself to say whether or 
not the offence was committed. I leave that entirely to ajury. So here 
I say the jury must determine the question. If the witnesses heard to-day 
had been called on the reference before Master Johnson, and if the defendant 
had had an opportunity of seeing the documents, he might have been able to 
say, “I have made a mistake; I am persuaded the document was not written 
and signed on the 11th.” That is not a matter for my consideration ; nor do 
I take into consideration the question of materiality in the issue. It isa 
question of law beyond all dispute; and I sitting here should not take upon 
myself to determine the materiality of the question. The question of 
materiality is for the judge, and whether or not the statement was wil- 
fully made is a question for a jury. 

Mr. Murpuy said he entirely felt the force of his worship’s observations, 
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He his opinion that, before a case of this sort was sent for trial, 


there must be some evidence as to wilfulness or corruptness. In Wisi Prius, 
— were not wy to oie 
mai in 


‘unless there was some material evidence on 
case, where was there a tittle of evidence 
of corrupt or wilful motive ? 

Mr. Vaucuan remarked that it appeared to him the question of corrupt- 
ness was, to a large extent, mixed up in the question of materiality, Mr. 
Hedley had stated in his evidence that, according to his contract, if the 
document had been signed on the 12th—as he avowed it was—he would be 
entitled to additional payment for services, and that he lost two days fees in 
consequence of the statement in dispute. He imagined that was the ground 
of the allegation of Perjury. Undoubtedly he could not separate that from 
the question of materiality. If he were sitting as a juryman, he should be 

i to say there was no corruptness proved. Master Johnson said the 
statement had no influence on his mind in making his award. He (Mr. 
ee could not take upon himself to say whether his own view was 

or wrong. 
“Mr. Mourpuy observed that his client would have his remedy at a future 
time against the prosecutor, and that remedy would undoubtedly be adopted. 
Before the case proceeded further, he wished to consult Mr. Wallington as 
4 ow he should call witnesses in support of his case or reserve his 
lefence. 
_ After conferring for a few seconds with Mr. Wallington, Mr. Murphy 
informed the court that he would call witnesses, in order that their deposi- 
tions might go before the judge. 
Mr. John Lund, examined by Mr. Murray. 

I was formrly in the metropolitan police, and am now the chief officer of? 
the Leamington police. I was one of the witnesses in support of the opposi- 
tion on the part of the Leamington Local Board of Health to the Leamington 

as Bill, last session, On the afternoon of the 11th of May, I attended 
with members of the Local Board of Health, at the Duke of Clarence Hotel. 
Mr. Hedley, the prosecutor, came there about four o’clock. I took him in. 
He brought a document with him, which he handed to Mr. Wallington. It 
resembled the agreement now produced. It was half a sheet of foolscap 
doubled in four. I do not know what were the contents. I did not see the 
writing. Mr. Wallington read the document over and gave it back to Mr. 
1. 3 There was some conversation between Mr. Hedley and Mr. Walling- 
ton. Iwas ata distance. Mr. Hedley remained there about twenty minutes. 
An appointment was made for Mr. Hedley to meet Mr. Wallington at Mr. 
—— offices in Parliament Street. 

. MurpHy: Was there any conversation respecting Mr. Hedley’s visit 
after he left the Clarence Hotel? 

Witness : There was a little talking on the gas question, but I do not 
recollect it. I waited on the steps at Mr. Gregory’s offices on the following 
morning. A few minutes after ten Mr. Hedley arrived. Isaw Mr. Hedley 
hand a paper to Mr. Wallington. I did not see its contents. It appeared a 
similar paper to that which he gave Mr. Wallington the evening before. 
Mr. Wallington and Mr. Hedley walked down to the House of Commons, 
and I followed. When I got to the House, in consequence of what Mr. Wal- 
lington eaid, I waited till a ere constable named Brown arrived by 
the first train from Leamington. He arrived at Westminster Hall at five 
minutes to eleven. I told him the case was settled, and he might go home. 
I went with Mr. Wallington to the telegraph office in the House of Commons 
immediately afterwards. That would be about a quarter after eleven. Mr. 
Wallington then sent a telegram to Mr. Joseph Stanley, of the Upper Parade, 
Leamington, who is one of the members of the Leamington Local Board of 
Health. He was one of the witnesses who was coming up on behalf of the 
board, and the telegram was to stop his coming up. Iam not quite sure 
that I gave Mr. Wallington my ideas about the matter. I was in the clerk’s 
office, and he wasthere. We talked about the subject, and I went down stairs 
and fetched my memorandum book. I gave Mr. Wallington a proof of my evi- 
dence before he was examined before the Master. I am quite certain all this 
took place on the morning of the 12th. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Lewis: I received information from Mr. Walling- 
ton on the 12th to send the witnesses home. It may have been about a quarter 
to eleven that I was told the case was settled. The letters spoken of by Mr. 
Hanbury do not appear so large as the document delivered to Mr. Wallington, 
which was a sheet of foolscap doubled in four. The evidence I gave before 
the Master was substantially the same that I have given here to-day. 

By Mr. VauGuan: On the evening of the 11th I did not hear anything 
said by Mr. Hedley about the power of appointment nor about the document. 
It was handed back to Mr. Hedley. Iam sure a document was handed over 
to him the following morning, similar to the agreement now before me. I 
cannot say what was done with it. 


Mr. John Williams, examined by Mr. Murruy. 

I am a dispensing chemist, living at Leamington. I was in the House of 
Commons on the morning of the 11th, when a letter was written by Mr. 
Wallington. Ido not remember seeing the contents of the letter. I was 

resent when Mr. Hedley arrived, and saw him hand Mr. Wallington a 
ocument. The document was open, and I remember a peculiarity about it. 
I noticed it was written across, which struck me as being peculiar. 

Mr. Vaucuan (holding up the agreement, which was written in that 
manner): Was it like that > 

Witness : Yes; it was about the same size, and written across the paper 
in the same way. 

g@ Mr. Murruy: Did anything strike you about the ink ? 

Witness : I have a slight remembrance of the running of the ink; but I 
cannot swear to it. 

Mr. Murpruy: Was there a conversation about « flaw in the document ? 

Witness : There was a conversation to the effect that Mr. Wallington would 
not accede to a certain clause being struck out, and said he would rather the 
matter should go before a committee of the House. [The document was 
handed back to Mr. Hedley.] It was at Messrs. Gregory’s office on the follow- 
ing morning at ten o’clock, when Mr. Hedley came up. I do not recollect 
any discussion as to the date of the document handed back by Mr. Walling- 
ton to Mr. Hedley. I was under the impression that the matter was settled. 
Mr. Hedley stated he had been sent for again from the House of Commons, 
and I understood it was respecting certain clauses. I did not hear anything 
said about going home till we got to the House of Commons; then Mr. Wal- 
lington said the witnesses might go away. We were on the point of leaving 
by the twelve o’clock train. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Lewis: Mr. Muddeman, Mr. Wallington, Mr 
}| Lund, and myself were in the room on the evening of the 11th. I cannot 
|| say if the conversation to which reference has been made was loud enough 
for anyone to hear. I should imagine Mr. Lund might have heard it. After 
Mr. Hedley handed the paper to Mr. Wallington I did not see Mr. Wallington 
write a letter in _ I came up to London on the 9th, and returned home 
on Saturday, the 13th. The conversation which took place on the 11th did 
not take place on the day before I left London. I saw some papers passed at 
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Mr. Gregory’s office in the morning. In the afternoon, at half-past two, I 
saw Mr. Hedley come into the House of Commons, and, holding out a paper, 
he said, ‘‘I have settled it;’”” and he then handed the aper to Mr, 
Wallington. Mr. Hedley handed a re to Mr. Wallington at Mr. Gregory’s 
and in the House of Commons, which I suppose were the same. 

Mr. VauGHan: When Mr. Hedley brought the document to the Duke of 
Clarence Hotel, was anything said as to what the document was? 

Witness : I remember nothing but the conversation taking place. I 
imagined it had some reference to the negotiations. I did not hear the 
document called by any name. 

Mr. Thomas Muddeman, examined by Mr. Murray. 

I am a coal merchant, living at Leamington. I was at the Duke of Clarence 
on the evening of the 1lth. I saw Mr. Hedley come in and hand a docu- 
ment to Mr. Wallington similar to the one produced. We talked over the 

subject, and the reference going on between Mr. Hedley and Mr, Hen- 
erson, but I cannot remember ¥! material point of the conversation ; it 
was on the question of price and the illuminating power. Whatever docu- 
ment Mr. Hedley handed to Mr. Wallingtou was handed back to him at that 
interview. I was at Mr. Gregory’s office on the morning of the 12th, and | 
saw Mr. Hedley hand a similar document to Mr. Wallington. Mr. Hedley 
and Mr. Wallington walked together to the House of Commons, and we | 
followed behind. When we got there Mr. Wallington said, “If any of you 
wish to go home you may go.” That was about eleven, Mr. Wallington | 
immediately afterwards proceeded to the telegraph office. I was examined 
before the Master. » 

Cross-examined by Mr. Lewis: I was examined principally with reference | | 
to the subject of the particular day. On Friday, the 12th, we were loitering || 
in the smoking-room of the House of Lords, when Mr. Hedley brought 
another paper. I did not see Mr. Hanbury there then. I know the first || 

aper had reference to the negotiations. I cannot recollect that I saw Mr. | 
Fredley hand Mr. Wallington a letter from Mr. Henderson on the 11th. 
Mr. Wallington gave him two letters on the 11th, one immediately on Mr. | 
Hedley’s arrival, which was between eleven and twelve o'clock, and the | 
other, I think, on his return, between one and two o'clock. j 

Mr. WaLuineTon : Let that be taken down. 

The CLERK (to witness): You have just stated Mr. Hedley brought a 
paper to the smoking-room of the House of Lords. i 

Mr. VauauHan: Did you see a letter brought by Mr. Hedley to Mr. Wal- |, 
lington on the 11th? 

Witness : I cannot recollect that. Mr. Hedley came for further powers 
between one and two o’clock. 5 

Mr. VaucHan: Then you did not see a letter handed to Mr. Wallington, 
but Mr. Hedley came for further powers ? ‘ 

Witness: To the best of my belief he did; but I do not recollect seeing 
him hand a letter to Mr. Wallington. 

By Mr. Lewis: To the best of my belief it was about one o'clock on the 
11th that I saw Mr. Wallington write a letter and hand it to Mr. Hedley. I 
do not recollect seeing Mr. Hedley again on that day till he came to the |, 
Duke of Clarence. He left about one o’clock to have a conference with Mr. || 
Henderson. I went home on Saturday morning. We were loitering about 
in the House of Commons on the 12th, and saw Mr. Hedley hand a paper 
to Mr. Wallington. I cannot say whether it was the same that he handed 
him at the other time. 

Mr. A. C. Woodward, examined by Mr. Murpny. 

I am aclerk in the Electric and International Company at Moorgate Street 
station. A telegram was sent from the House of Commons by Mr. Walling- 
ton to Mr. Stanley, of Leamington, on the 12th of May. It was received at 
the House of Commons at 11.15 in the morning. We keep a record of the 
names and the time at which messages are received. 

Mr, Lewis was about to cross-examine the witness as to whether a tele- 
graphic message had not been sent by Mr. Wallington to Mr. Williams, of 

mington. , 

Witness appealed to the court as to whether he was obliged to answer that 

uestion. 

. Mr. Vaucuan said that it was under privilege the witness was giving evi- | ; 
dence, and as he had been subpcenaed to give evidence as to a particular mes- 

¥ he was not compelled to give evidence as to another message. 

r. Lewis contended that the witness was bound to answer the question, as 
he was simply asking whether such a message had been sent, and not inquiring 
as to its contents. : : 

Mr. VauGHAN: You had no right to ask that question, as it was sent in 
the course of business. 

Mr. Lewis: Then I will not press it. — 

Witness, in answer to Mr. Murphy, said he gave his proof to Mr. Walling- | 
ton before the reference to the eae. Messages were kept three months 
and then destroyed. | 

r. Joseph Stanley, examined by Mr. Murrxy. | 

Iam a chemist, of Leamington. I was one of the witnesses who was to 
have been called if the opposition to the gas bill had gone on in the House of 
Commons. About half-past twelve on the morning of the 12th of May, I 
received a telegram from Mr. Wallington, which was to the effect, ‘Do not | 
come up,” or ** You need not come up; case settled.’’ He could not find || 
the telegram. | 

Mr. Murruy: That is the case. . : 

Mr. Lewis apprehended he need not address the court, as his worship had 
expressed his intention of sending the case for trial by jury. ' 

r. VAUGHAN : I have already stated my intention of doing so. : 

Mr. Murpny observed that the court would no doubt accept the bail of a 
gentleman in Mr. Wallington’s position alone. 

Mr. VAUGHAN said he would take Mr. Wallington’s bail in the sum of £500, | 
as he thought that sum quite sufficient to answer all the ends of justice. | 

Mr. Lewis applied for a certificate of costs for his witnesses. | 

Mr. Vaucuan : That is a question for another court. 

Mr. Lewis: Another court will not sanction the costs without your | 
certificate. ~. 

Mr. Murpuy trusted that his worship would accede to nothing which 
would in any way appear to give the slightest sanction to these proceedings. 

Mr. Lewis: This is not a question with which you have anything to do, 


Mr. Murphy. £ J 
I shall not feel disposed to go beyond the strict limits of 














| 


Mr. VAUGHAN : 
my duty with reference to this business. 

Mr. Lewis: Perhaps you will consider the application. 

Mr. VavcHan: I will consider it. ; 

Mr. Wallington was then committed, and entered into his own recogni- 
zances in the sum of £500 to appear at the next sessions to be held at the 
Old Bailey. The witnesses also entered into their recognizances to give evi- 
dence at the same time and place. 
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Miscellaneous News. 


PHGNIX GASLIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 

The Adjourned Half-Yearly General Meeting of Proprietors was held at 
the Bridge House Hotel, Wellington Street, Southwark, on Wednesday, 
March 28—J. E. Jonnson, Esq., in the chair. 

Mr. PRIDpEN (the secretary) having read the notice convening the present 
and the minutes of the last half-yearly and the pro formé meeting, the cor- 
porate seal was affixed to the register of proprietors. 

The following report and statement of accounts were taken as read :— 


at Christmas last, and the balance-sheet of the company at the same period. : 

During the last half year £65,892 15s. 7d. has been expended on plant—viz., 
£14,972 for land at Vauxhall, £15,755 on account of the new retort-house there, 
£20,783 on account of new retort-house and tank at Greenwich, and £14,382 15s. 7d. 
for additional mains laid in various parts of the district. 

The whole of the land the company were authorized to take under their recent 
Act of Parliament has been obtained, and, with the exception of about £4000 still 
due to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, all has been paid for. 


Further capital will be required for the completion of the works in hand. Your 


Dr. 


ee a ae 10 1 
Tradesmen’s bills, for materials supplied ew ’ 5 
Law expenses . : ie ae ew ele J 
Meters—repairs . . . . 10 7 
Rent, rates, andtaxes . . 
Directors, £1000; auditors, 
Sees. 2. « 2 : 
ee 
Bad debts and overcharges , 
Intereston bonds. . .. . 
ae ae 


£50 . 


£105,674 13 
Dr. 


For Capital of 27,000 £20 shares, paid up in full (maximum 
dividend 10 percent.) . . . . . «. «+ « + «040,000 
Capitalized stock, paid in full (maximum dividend 5 per 
cent. MI es. Mas alm ild card ogres! og” Vand s,6k  O 
New stock, £360,000, 15 per cent. paid up (maximum 
cividend 74 per cent.) ee ot oe — 
Sonds at 5 per cent. . © 
Unpaiddividends ....., 
Unpaid tradesmen’s bills, &c. . . . . 
DE. + 6. ss « » « «© w 
Balance of profit and loss— 
Undivided balance . £14,858 14 
Half year’s profit 28,074 7 


42,933 1 11 


£937,541 16 6 


The CramMANn: Gentlemen, I will now move—“ That the report and 
accounts he received.’’ And I can assure you that it is with some regret the 
directors lay before you a report and a series of accounts which are not quite 
so satisfactory as they would have liked. The amount of money expended is 
very considerable, and we fear it has been perfectly unavoidable; but we 
really would ask and invite gentlemen to go and see what large extensions 
have been made and are being made at Vauxhall and Greenwich; and I 
think they will be satisfied that we are doing that which is requisite to meet 
the future demands which will be made upon us—no doubt very extensively 
so. And though these extensions are costing us very large sums of money, 
they may at some time, and I hope at no very remote period, through the 
certain increase of our business, give us a fair amount of dividend upon 
the capital. The trade account is unfavourable, and perhaps I may as 
well go into the particulars of that at once. The first item in the trade ac- 
count is coals; and it is somewhat singular, and it isa species of anomaly 
which does occur from time to time, that the quantity of coals consumed in 
the last half year is less than during the preceding half. We have not had 
to report an occurrence of that kind since the year 1859. In that year there 
was a very considerable diminution—something like 800 tons, This half 
year it is only 32 tons; and when we remember the demand for gas is so 
largely increasing, it is a little surprising to find a result like this. And 
that surprise is increased when we consider that we have had to supply an 
extraordinary customer upon a great emergency, to whom we felt, without 
notice, we were bound to come to the assistance. You will all recollect the 
very serious calamity at the works of the London Gas Company at Nine 
Elms, by which two large gasholders were—I will not say annihilated, for I 
believe they were very speedily repaired, but, were suddenly thrown 
out of use; and the district supplied by that company would have been left 
jin darkness for some time if neighbouring companies had not volunteered 
their assistance, which they did most promptly and cheerfully. The Phoonix 
Company, having their mains adjoining the works of the London Com- 
pany, a connexion was made with them by ten o’clock the next morning. 
There were no meters fixed, for there was no time for it, and there- 
fore we had to make an estimate of the quantity of gas consumed. 
That estimate has been accepted and most cheerfully and promptly paid, 
with the thanks of the London Company to the directors and shareholders of 
this company for the help rendered to them in their great emergency. Had 
it not been for that circumstance, probably the diminution in the quantity 
of coals consumed by us would have been about 500 tons more, for that is 
about what we estimate was employed for the purpose of furnishing that 
supply. When we come to ask ourselves how can this _——— anomaly be 
explained, there are two or three considerations which help us to a conclu- 
sion, The first is, the state of the autumn of last year. Probably so fine a 











| of £42,933 Is. 1ld. at your dis 
The directors submit herewith the trade account for the half year ending at | 


| 
| 


directors therefore recommend that a call of 10 per cent. on the new stock be made, | 


Abstract of the Trade Account, for Six Months, ending Christmas, 1865, 


Abstract of the Balance-Sheet, at Christmas, 1865. 





5 per cent. to be paid on the Ist of August, and 5 per cent. on the Ist of November 
next. 

The trade account is unfavourable ; but the deficiency principally arises from the 
reduction recently made in the price of gas. The law expenses have been exceed- 
ingly heavy, and include the following payments—viz., £2000, part of costs of the 
explosion at Greenwich ; £700, balance of the cost of the opposition to the Kent Gas 
Bill; and £600, costs of opposition tothe Chatham and Dover Railway Company, 
with regard to the closing of Holland Street. There are seyeral gas bills before 
Parliament which are antagonistic to this company, and in contravention of the 
Metropolis Gas Act, 1860; but it is trusted that not any of them will be successful. 

During the half year a net profit of £28,074 7s. 8d. has been realized, which, 
added to the undivided profits of £14,858 14s. 3d. at Midsummer last, makes a sum 
, out of which your directors recommend that 
dividends be deciared at the following rates :— 

On the £20 divided shares . . 10 percent. per annum, 
New stock . . . 2 © 4% 
», Capitalized stock... 5 » oe 
less income-tax, leaving an undivided balance of £10,758 Is. 11d., being £2467 9s. 5d. 
more than that at the corresponding period of last year. 

At this meeting all the directors retire, but seven are to be reappointed. The re- 
maining three, with the two auditors, offer themselves for re-election. 

The directors feel confident that, when the increased demand for gas brings into 
use the works now in the course of erection, additional profits commensurate with 
the capital recently expended will be realized. 


” ” ” 


Cr. 


£50,202 2 6 
19,559 3 3 
792 8 0 
2,854 12 1 
1,448 12 6 
478 15 9 
338 18 11 


By Rental forlight . e 
Coke made for sale 
Breeze . . « « 
Ter... eee 
Ammonia . ° 
Interest received . . 
Miscellaneous receipts 


Cr. 
— . £731,579 4 6 
° . 38414 0 
65,892 15 7 


By Amount of plant at Midsummer last 
I 


uess— ; 
Old plant materials sold, Vauxhall . « 


Add— 
Expended this half year in extension of works 4 ° 


£797,087 6 1 
8,443 3 9 
199 0 0 


Investment of leasehold-fund , 
Calls unpaid <a @ S 
Amount due from sundries— 
Christmas quarter . . 
Arreems . « 3 « «© 
54,223 15 
Amount due for coke 
Ditto breeze . . 
Ditpter .. © « 
Dittoammonia , 
Dittosundries ,. 


11,847 9 

Stock of coals , ° 
Ditto coke . . 
Ditto breeze . . 
Dittotar . ., ° 
Ditto ammonia ‘ 
Dittometers . . . 
—_—_—_ 0,012 211 
. £5,737 19 3 
20,000 0 0 

25,737 19 3 


£937,541 16 6 
} Auditors. 


Balance at treasurer’s 
Ditto atinterest . , 


Josepx Box, 
Ricwarpv Downs, 


half-year as the latter half of 1865, has not been known for a long period in 
this country. There was not, I believe, till after Christmas, one single foggy 
day. The weather, upon the whole, was clear and warm, and the consump- 
tion of gas was consequently very small. We had also laid down some very 
large mains through the district, and our pressure was correspondingly 
diminished, and these circumstances in some degree help to account for the 
anomaly. The consumption of coals since that period certainly shows no 
diminution, but a large increase, and I have no doubt when we present you 
with the accounts for the half year ending Midsummer next, you will see 
that the operations of the company still continue to increase. You must, | 
however, bear this in mind as a fact, that though the quantity of coals used 
in the half year ending at Christmas was 32 tons less than for the half year 

ending at Midsummer, the half year ending Midsummer was a great increase 

over the half year preceding. The total increase in the year 1865 over 1864 
was 7600 tons, and the year before it was 11,000 tons, so that in these two | 
years the increase in the coals carbonized by this company was 18,000 or | 
19,000 tons, a quantity which certainly makes the directors naturally anxious | 
to have further provision made to meet the future demand which they believe | 
they have a right to expect. The second item in this account is the| 
**tradesmen’s bills for materials supplied.” You have all of you, no doubt, 

compared this item with that of the preceding half year. If so, you have} 
discovered that it is now £11,401 as against £8200 at Midsummer, and £9000 | 
odd at the preceding Christmas. It becomes therefore necessary that some 

explanation should be given to you why this account has gone up in the way || 
it _ I am happy to tell you that a very satisfactory explanation can be 

given. It has been our practice to purchase, as far as we can, the things 

that will be wanted for consumption and use during the year; but there are 

some things which we find it is not quite advantageous to obtain in this 

manner. Of these, retorts form one item. They are things not made in the | 
early spring, yet as our retorts go out of use at the conclusion of the winter | 
season, and the old ones are taken out and reset, we want new retorts. Last! 
spring in particular we found that, in consequence of not having a store of 
retorts by us, we were not able to begin that work till a late period of the 
year, and this accounts for the sum expended under this head being small 
at Midsummer and unusually large in the last half year. But we have 
done more—we have purchased this year to the extent of £1000 worth of 
retorts in order to have a store on hand, so that we may commence the work 
of re-setting without delay. If we had had a mind to place the thing more 
favourably before you, we might have said this was an expenditure really 
belonging to the current half year; but we prefer to give you a statement of 
the moneys actually expended, and this item alone will account for an addi- 
tional sum of upwards of £1000. Then, again, there is a store of oxide 
worth about £750 more than we had last year. There has also béen an ad- 
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ditional expenditure upon a very large gasholder in Wellington Street—in 
fact, it is aaa new—the cost of ~ A pn £1350. It was thought this 
was really a thing which ought not to be entirely borne by one half year, so we 
have charged a moiety of it—£670 odd—to the past half, and the remainder 
will come into the current half year’s account. Hence you see, gentlemen, 
that though with regard to tradesmen’s bills, from the accidental cireumstances 
to which 1 have alluded, they were higher last half year than usual, there is 
no reason whatever, as I eve, to suppose that for the future they will be 
higher than the average in accordance with the work we are doing. The 
next item in the account is the “‘ Law expenses,” and these are very heavy. 
We used to congratulate ourselves os having to write against this item 
“nil,” and it was a joke with our solicitor that while he got nothing for pro- 
fessional service out of the company he got a little better dividend; but lam 
sorry to say we cannot congratulate ourselves now upon any such felicitous 
state of things. We have told you, as we felt necessary, in the report how 
it was that so large an expenditure was incurred, and I am sorry to add that 
further proceedings are now in progress which will undoubtedly make our 
law expenses continue very heavy. You are aware that the corporation of 
the City of London have a bill now before Parliament to enable them to 
manufacture and supply gas to the City of London. That bill was opposed 
in the House of Commons, and a motion was carried that not only that 
bill should be referred to a select committee, but that in connexion with it 
the whole of the proceedings of the gas companies in the metropolis since the 
passing of the Metropolis Gas Act, in 1860, should be inquired into at the 
same time. Consequently we are placed as it were on our trial, with every 
other gas company in London, as to what has been our’conduct since the 
passing of that Act. The Phoenix Gas Company meet that inquiry with the 
most perfect good temper. They are quite satisfied that they have an 
account to submit which will bear any amount of investigation, and they 
do not caré how fully or how far that investigation is carried. But we 
|cannot close our eyes to this fact, that this mode of investigation is a most 
expensive one. We have to employ a number of high class solicitors and 
counsel, who all must be. paid for their assistance before that committee, 
which may last for a considerable length of time, and therefore the expenses 
incurred will no doubt be very heavy; consequently, under this head of 
account, we cannot flatter ourselves that there will be any great 
diminution of amount for some time to come. The “ Meters—repairs”’ 
are much as they were; “Rents, rates, and taxes” are a shade 
lower, and that arises from circumstances which are not to be taken 
as very satisfactory. We believe that our assessments have been put up 
far beyond what they should be, and we have therefore felt it necessary to 
appeal to the quarter sessions. Some of our rates have consequently not yet 
been paid, but are in suspense ; if they had been paid this item would be 
much higher. Not only have we carried an appeal to the quarter sessions at 

aidstone, but a case has been stated for the opinion of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench upon the decision of the magistrates. That case has been argued and 
the court have decided that the sessions were wrong in allowing some things 
to be deducted which they consider are rateable, and I am sorry to say the 
increase owing to the effect of this decision will be almost to double our 
rates. Consequently under this head, also, we cannot flatter ourselves there 
will be any diminution in our expenditure. Indeed, I believe there will be 
a very serious increase, for the decision of the Court of Queen’s Bench having 
been given, the question will have to come before the quarter sessions again, 
to be finally disposed of, and I believe other unions and parishes are awaiting 
that settlement, which they will adopt as the basis of their own assessment 
of our property. All these matters will involve us in fresh expenses, and it 
affects us in this way, that those parts of our property—the moveable parts, 
such as gasholders, retorts, &c.—which hitherto have been regarded as mere 
utensils, are now to be rated. If the same system were carried out in other 
businesses, and every counter in a shop and every article employed, whether 
for utility or decoration—everything, in fact, beyond the mere bailding— 
were to be assessed, the alteration in the present rating would be very great 
indeed. The court, however, have declared that they have no alternative— 
they must interpret the law asit is. Two eminent judges have admitted 
that the present state of the question of rating, as affecting gas and other 
companies of the kind, is exceedingly unsatisfactory. We are in reality 
rated upon our profits, which is not the case in any other description of 
trading operation. But such is the law, and until it is amended we must 
abide by it. ‘‘Salaries” remain the same; ‘‘ Wages” are a little higher. I 
think I told you the last time we met that we had been obliged to raise 
the rate of payment to our men, and these figures are not more than 
consistent with that increase. The item ‘‘ Bad debts” is, I think, satisfac- 
tory as to amount. These are all the items on one side of the account. 
Upon the other side I would remark that the ‘‘ Rental for light” is 
very considerably less than before. The deficiency is to be attributed 
in great measure to the circumstance that we have reduced the price 
for gas. That will pretty nearly account for the whole, but not altogether. 
The **coke,” on the other hand, has been exceedingly satisfactory. The 
amount made has been very large—85 per cent. of the coals used; and the 
price obtained for it—9s, 6d.—is somewhat more than we had received 
for a considerable time previously. The ‘ breeze” has been pretty fair; 
“tar” is rather deficient in quantity, ‘‘ammonia’”’ also; but still the quan- 
tity is very large. There are 18 gallons for every ton of coals, which those 
conversant with gas manufacture will tell you is a very satisfactory result. 
These are the principal matters to which I have to advert in reference to the 
half year’s transactions. But there is another matter touched upon in the 
report to which I wish to draw your attention, and that is with reference to 
the call. We have told you that we propose to make a call of 10 per cent. 
upon the new stock, 5 per cent. of which is to be paid on the Ist of August, 
and 5 per cent. on the lst of November next. When we came to this decision 
and penned this part of our report, we were acting under the guidance of our 
old Act of Parliament, which states that, when a call is made, stock may be 
transferred until the day upon which the payment has to be made, but if the 
payment is not made upon the day stated no transfer can be effected until the 
call is met, But under the Companies Clauses Act, which is incorporated in 
our new Act, there is another regulation, whicu is that no transfer shall be 
allowed to be made, under any circumstances, of any portion of stock upon 
which a call is made until that call has been paid. Consequently, if we were 
to make this call to-day (there is considerable doubt whether our old Act does 
not prevail, but when there is a doubt we had better be on the safe side), no 
transfer could be made of any of this stock till after November next; and as 
it probably will be convenient and necessary that a number of transfers 
should be made before that time, this restriction would act as a great hard- 
ship. What the directors, therefore, suggest is this: that you should take 
this as an intimation of a call—a notice which we hope you will bear in mind. 
They will make no call to-day, but postpone it till the pro formd meeting in 
July, of which twenty-one days notice will be given. ‘They will then make 
a call for the first 5 per cent., and at the general meeting in September they 
will make the call of the second 5 per cent., payable in November; so that 
until these periods every proprietor will have the full privilege of transferring 








or purchasing shares just as he pleases. We feel that this arrangement more 
comports with the liberty of the proprietors, whereas if the call were made 
to-day, and a restriction were put upon the transfer of the stock, it might 
operate very prejudicially to vendors, and offer an advantage to cunning pur- 
chasers of which they would not be slow to avail themselves. With these 
move—“ That the report be received and entered upon 


remarks, gentlemen, 
the minutes.” 

Mr. Ruopgs seconded the motion, which was put and carried unanimously. 

Mr. Horner (deputy-chairman) moved—‘* That a dividend for the half 
year ending Christmas last be and the same is hereby declared and made out 
of the profits of the undertaking, at and after the rate of 10 per cent. upon 
the original shares, at the rate of 5 per cont. upon the capitalized stock, and 
at the rate of 7} per cent. - annum on the eee 2 pag of the new stock, 
deducting income-tax; such dividends to be forwarded to the proprietors so 
ordering it through the post-office to their address, or to their bankers; also 
to be payable immediately after the business of the meeting has terminated, 
and afterwards at the company’s office at Bankside, on Thursday, the 29th 
inst., from the hour of twelve to three, and on Wednesday, the 4th proximo, 
from two to four o’clock.”’ 

Mr. RHopEs seconded the motion. 

Colonel Hicarns, referring to the remarks of the chairman respecting the 
increase of the rating upon the company’s property, inquired what portion 
of the £2139 14s. in the revenue account was for rates and what amount 
was for rent and taxes. 

The CHatrMAN said the secretary, who had all these matters at his fingers 
ends, informed him that there was about £400 of this amount for rent; 
the amount of taxes was very small, and all the rest was for rates. 

Colonel Hicains inquired whether these rates were all paid in Southwark. 

The CHareMAN said they were not. Every parish through which the 
company had mains levied rates upon them according to the value of the 

roperty in each. In reply toa further inquiry, he said the result of the 
ate decision in the Maidstone appeal would probably be to place the mode 
of assessment upon a uniform basis. 

Colonel Hicerns wished to know in what way other companies would be 
affected by the bill promoted by the corporation of London. 

The CHarrMaN said he was afraid in this way—that if it should be shown 
upon the investigation which had been determined on that any company in 
its own particular district had not supplied good gas, or had failed to fulfil 
the obligations of the Act of 1860 in their full integrity, the Secretary of 
State might say this is a fair case in which another company may be ad- 
mitted, or the committee might be disposed to put some more stringent 
restrictions upon the companies than they were now subject to. He was 
greatly obliged to Colonel Higgins for putting the question, because it gave 
him the opportunity of making up for an omission in his remarks. The di- 
rectors of the Phoenix Company had always expressed their determination to 
supply good gas, and they had several times explained to the proprietors how 
it was that their rental account was not so large as formerly in propor- 
tion to the increased business done. They had accounted for it upon 
the ground that the gas bad been much improved in quality, consequently 
entailing a heavier cost of manufacture. Still, with all their efforts to give 
satisfaction to the public, they occasionally heard reports that the gas was 
not sufficient in quantity and not what it should be in quality, as well as 
too high in price. To meet those complaints, the directors had decided upon a 
course which he thought would be satisfactory to the proprietors. Hereto- 
fore they had been content to depend upon the reports of their own officers 
as to the quality of the gas, aided by such personal investigations as they 
were able, from time to time, to make themselves. But it was felt for their 
own satisfaction, as well as for the satisfaction of the public, that something 
more was required, and accordingly they had recently appointed Dr. Letheby, 
the gas analyst of the City of London, to examine the gas of the Phenix 
Company once at least every week, and to report to the board the results of 
his investigations. He (the chairman) now held in his hands the last report 
made by Dr. Letheby. It was for the 24th of March, and it gave the results 
of his testings at the Wellington Street station, as follows :—*‘* 1866, March 
24th; 8°30 p.m. Pressure of gas in tenths of an inch, *50; consumption 
of candle per hour—grains, 112°5; illuminating power of gas, 16°10; illu- 
minating power in standard sperm sandles, 15°09; ammonia, none; sul- 
phuretted hydrogen, none.” This was the report the directors received that 
day, and he believed the same report might have been presented every day 
for months and months past, so that they had no fear in going before any 
committee which Parliament might choose to appoint. 

The motion was then put and carried unanimously. 

The chairman having vacated the chair, Mr. Bentley was called upon to 
preside pro tem. 

A cordial vote of thanks to the directors for their able management of the 
company’s affairs during the past half year was then adopted, and Mr. Joun-|' 
SON briefly acknowledged the same for himself and colleagues. 

The retiring directors were then severally re-elected, Mr. Johnson being 
again appointed chairman and Mr. Horner deputy-chairman of the company. 

Mr. Box and Mr. Downs were re-elected auditors. 

Mr. JoHNSON, resuming the chair, expressed his sense of the confidence 
which the proprietors had again reposed in the directors, and assured them 
of their continued anxiety in every way to secure the prosperity of the 
company. He proposed a vote of thanks to Mr. Bentley for his services 
pro tem. in the chair. 

Mr. Perry seconded the motion, which was carried unanimously, and the 
proceedings terminated. 


COUNTY AND GENERAL GAS CONSUMERS COMPANY, LIMITED. 

The Seventeenth Ordinary General Meeting of this Company was held at 
the Offices, St. Bene’t Place, Gracechurch Street, on Wednesday, March 28— 
E. H. J. Craururp, Esq., M.P., in the chair. 

Mr. R. 8. Parker (the secretary) having read the advertisement conven- 
ing the meeting, the following report and statements of account were pre- 
sented :— 

The directors beg to submit the balance-sheet and accounts for the half year end- 
ing the 3lst of December, 1865. 

The number of shares issued is 7827, on which payment has been received in full, 
amounting to £39,135, showing an increase in the paid-up capital of £225. 

The expenditure on capital account during the half year amounts to £3231 
13s. 5d. The principal additions made consist of a gasholder at Ely, and another at 
Pembroke, both of which had become absolutely necessary. 

The works are now fully sufficient for the present supply. 

After making provision for bad debts, and for all office and working expenses, the 
revenue account shows a gross profit of £1430 17s. 4d., which, with the unappro- 
priated balance of £185 5s. 10d. from the last account, makes a total of £1616 3s. 2d. 

Of this sum, £784 2s. 1d. has been absorbed by interest on loan capital, and £790 
has been applied towards the reduction of the several items of expenditure which 
fall to be liquidated out of revenue, az shown in the annexed profit and loss account, 
leaving a balance unappropriated of £42 1s. 1d. to be carried to the current half 
year, : : 
The closing of the shipbuilding yard at Northfleet, coupled with the reduction 
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which the meaty have found it advisable to make in the price of gas at various 
stations, and the unusually low price of coke under which all gas companies have 
suffered, has considerably affected the results of the half year. 
Notwithstanding these temporary drawbacks, it is satisfactory to observe that the 
gas-rental is increasing. 
At the same time, the directors have felt it their duty to cut down all expenses to 
the utmost, and have themselves contributed to this end by reducing their own fees 
for the half year by one-third. They have much pleasure in stating that they have 
been liberally seconded in this matter by Mr. H. P. Stephenson, the consulting 
engineer. 

Dr. 


CAPITAL AND LIABILITIES. 
Capital— 
Received from sundry shareholders, viz. :— 
5 per share on 5827 ordinaryshares £29,135 0 0 
£5 per share on 2000 preference 


Debts and liabilities— 
Debenturesandloans . ..... 
Mortgages on — worms . . « 
Tradesmen and sundries i 


Acceptances for goods supplied 


10,000 0 0 
£39,135 0 0 


£17,752 411 
8,016 13 4 
3,257 19 5 
1,658 13 4 

30,685 11 0 

Proitem@ioss, « . 2% 0 «© ce +? eae le 42211 


£69,862 12 1 
Dr. 


To Coalscarbonized. . .. . 
Lime and purifying materials. 
Wagesandlabour ..,.. 
Rent of sundry works . .. 
Local rates and taxes 
Insurance of sundry works 
Commission andagencyfees . . . 
Miscellaneous and petty charges 

i 2 - 6 6 © me Me fe 
Travelling expenses. . . . 
Retorts. ... 


~ 


Allo and di ss «© 
ee ee 
Office expenses, including directors and auditors fees, 
rent of offices, salaries, petty expenses, printing, 
stationery, and advertising . . . . . . s+ «© 
pe idl ee 
Sundries written off the following accounts— 
Furniture account . ..... £ 10 
Preliminary expenses .°.,°. . 100 
Parliamentary ditto ° 250 
Lawcharges. . . . 130 
Chertsey loss account . 300 
790 0 


os. * 4211 





i 
SCUrmawm MonwuO-) 
Ke oho WOsIOr RS 


~ 


Balance—profit oe eeeeete 
£5,985 5 5 


The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report, said that comparing 
the last half year with the corresponding period of 1864, there was an increase 
in the income of the compary from gasand meter rental of £45 4s,11d. This 
increase was probably not so great as they might have expected, the cause 
being, as stated in the report, the reductions which had taken place in the 
price of gas—reductions which the directors;had felt themselves obliged to 
make in the interests of the shareholders and in justice to the consumers in 
their districts. To this must be added theextraordinary circumstance of the 
closing of the shipbuilding yard at Northfleet. The returns for products had 
not been so good. It was a difficulty which all gas companies had experi- 
enced that they had not been able to realize so large a price for coke as 
formerly. But there had been an actual decrease on products and sundries to 
the amount of £73, making the total income of the company less, as com- 
pared with 1864, by £28 7s. 5d. On the other hand, there was some con- 
solation in the fact that the expenditure of the last half year compared 
favourably with the corresponding period of 1864. The expenditure on 
works and for office charges in the last half year was £4369 2s. 3d., as against 
£4513 Os. 11d., being a decrease of £143 18s, 8d., leaving a balance in favour 
of revenue of £115 11s. 8d. The interest account for the last half year, 
however, was greater by the sum of £92 4s. 8d., and this reduced the increased 
net profits to £23 63. 7d.—i.¢., the apparent increase, because it must be 
remembered that in the account for this half year the directors had charged 
£50 less for their fees; otherwise there would have been a diminution in the 
net profits to the extent of £26 13s, 5d. The drawback which they had 
met with at Northfleet, and the large reduction they had to 
make at one of their stations—Pembroke—had caused an actual 
difference to the company to the amount of £287 upon the two half years, 
so that if they had been working at the same advantage during the last half 
year as in 1864, the accounts would have shown a better result to the amount 
of about £250. With reference to Northfleet, he might state that negotia- 
tions were pending for the supply of large cement-works, which, if satis- 
factorily arranged, would to a certain degree compensate for the loss of the 
shipbuilding establishment. A comparison of the whole of 1864 with the 
whole of 1865, was favourable to the latter, the increase in the income from 
gas and meter rental being £514, and in products £19, whereas the increase 
in the expenditure was only £77, so that they were better off upon the last 
year’s working by £457 10s. The total increase in the item of interest, 
which he had kept out of these calculations for reasons which he would pre- 
sently explain, was only £53, Ie thought this was not a discouraging state 
of affairs. The net profits had been applied necessarily to writing off certain 
losses and expenses. The shareholders would remember that, after closing 
the account for 1863 and paying a dividend, a balance of profits remained 
unappropriated, amounting to £251. The net profit in 1864 was £1040, 
and in 1865, £1444, making together £2737—1. ¢., after paying interest on 
debentures, loans, and mortgages—and this sum had been applied thus :— 
Dividend on preference shares to June, 1864, £300; written off the pre- 
liminary expenses and the Chertsey loss account, £2395—total £2695, which 
deducted from the former sum left £42, asstated in the profit and loss account 
a8 unappropriated profit to be carried forward to the current half year. See- 
ing that they had, in fact, been thus clearing off £2400 of debt, he thought they 

had no reason to be discouraged. The directors had adopted the principle, 





Profit and Loss Account. 





The debentures recently offered are in course of being taken up, and the directors 
have every expectation that, when fully subscribed for, the pany will be bled 
at no very long date to return to the payment of a dividend. 

The following members of the board—viz., Robert Monro Christie, Esq., and John 
Kirkham, Esq., retire from office by rotation, but, being eligible, offer themselves for 
re-election. 

The auditors, F. F. Camroux, Esq., and William Purvis, Esq., having completed 
the term for which they were appointed, beg likewise to offer themselves for 
reappointment. 





Balance-Sheet, December 31, 1865. 


Seatnenee PROPERTY AND ASSETS. 
pe eld by the company— 
Freehold buildings and plant 

Leasehold dittoditto .. . 

Stock in trade at sundry works 

Office furniture and fittings 


Items of expenditure to be liquidated out 
of revenue by instalments— 
Preliminaryexpemses. . . + + 
Parliamentary ditto > * 
i] ee oe ee 
Chertsey (loss account) being loss on 
OmbGe Wee ~ 6 ew tt 


£61,677 


£1,000 0 0 
416 19 10 
10 0 0 


1,500 0 0. 
3,016 
Debts due to the company— 
Gas and meter renta! 
Sundries . 


Cash— 
AGtemkers . . . + « «© 
Petty cash—balance in hand 


4,993 10 4 


175 1 4 
£69,862 12 1 
Cr. 


By Balance from June 30, 1865 £185 5 10 


Gasand meterrental .. 
Products and sundries , . 


"£5,116 1 2 
683 18 5 


5,799 19 7 


£5,985 5 5 


sanctioned by the shareholders at a former meeting, of not dividing profits 
until the loans were paid off, believing that they were thus acting upon a sound 
financial principle. At the rate at which they had been reducing the loan 
capital, they would, in the course of two years, have paid the whole of it off, 
and then they would be in a satisfactory position. The directors, as he had 
stated, had consented to reduce the amount of their fees, and they had been 
generously met by the consulting engineer, who had voluntarily agreed to 
accept a retaining fee of ten guineas, and not to claim anything beyond that 
till the —— were in a position to pay 6 per cent. With reference to the 
conduct of the works, he was happy to state that — ! had secured the ser- 
vices of a gentleman well known to many of the shareholders—Mr. R. South- 
well—to act as the superintendent, the result of which would be a consider- 
able reduction in the expenditure and a very great increase in the efficiency 
of their operations. They had also adopted the syetem of collecting the 
accounts from the head office at three of the works, a system which he be- 
lieved would act most satisfactorily as tending to bring the consumers into 
more direct commuication with the board. He believed that if the share- 
holders would support the board in carrying out the financial scheme which 
they had lately put before them for the conversion of temporary loans into 
permanent debentures at a lower rate, the company would soon be in a most 
sound and healthy condition. With reference to the capital expenditure, he 
might state that there was a considerable diminution in 1865, as compared 
with 1864, and he believed the money invested during the past year had, as 
stated in the report, made the works fully sufficient for the present supply. 

Mr. Joun Arrp seconded the adoption of the report, expressing, at the 
same time, his regret at the unfortunate circumstances attending the com- 
pany’s operations. With works representing a capital of nearly £70,000, he 
thought there must be something very bad in the state of things to bring 
about such unfavourable results. To many the loss of interest, especially 
on the preference shares, was a very serious matter, and at the present time 
it was really necessary that something should be done to create a better 
opinion out of doors with reference to the position of the company, He 
suggested, for the consideration of the board, whether it would not be expe- 
dient to appoint some gentleman of acknowledged experience and position in 
the gas world to visit the several stations and report generally upon their 
condition and the prospects of the concern. If their report should be un- 
favourable, it was better the shareholders should know the truth at once; 
if favourable, confidence would be inspired in the undertaking, and they 
might get money at a less rate of interest than at present. 

After some explanations from the CHAIRMAN, the motion wasput, and car- 
ried unanimously. 

The retiring directors and auditors were then re-elected. On the question 
of the remuneration to be paid to the auditors, 

Mr. Purvis said that he and his colleague were quite willing to follow in 
the steps of the directors, and accept £10 per annum less for their fees. 


The CuarrMAN, in reference to the suggestion of Mr. Aird, said nothing 
would be more satisfactory to the directors than to get any information that 
would go in correction of their views. The question had nut been lost sight 
of, and the only difficulty which the board saw in the way was the expense 
which would be necessarily incurred by sueh an investigation. 
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Mr. Marnwakino thought a committee of shareholders might be appointed 
to co-operate with the board. : 

The CHarrMAN said they would be happy to receive the help of such a 
committee, but that did not meet the idea of Mr. Aird, which was to engage 
the assistance of professional gentlemen to examine and report upon the state 
of the works be the prospects of the districts at present supplied by the 
company. 

A ~~ conversation upon the point, Mr. Aird promised to make in- 
quiries and put himself in communication with the directors, with the view, 
if possible, to make his suggestion practicable. 

On the motion of Mr. Aird, seconded by Mr. Williams, a vote of thanks 
was passed to the chairman and directors ; and on the motion of the chair- 
man, seconded by Mr. Lysley, thanks were voted to the officers of the com- 
pany, and the proceedings terminated. 





CRYSTAL PALACE DISTRICT GAS COMPANY. 

The Ordinary Half-Yearly General Meeting of this Company was held at 
the Albion Tavern, on Thursday, March 29—Erasmus Witson, Esq., F.2.5., 
in the chair. 

The Szcrerary (Mr. Ohren) having read the notice convening the pre- 
sent and minutes of the last meeting, the following report and statement of 
accounts were presented :— 


Dr. Profit and Loss, Half Year ending December 31, 1865. 


To Amount for coals carbonized s * 


£7,331 19 1 
1 1 0 


Dr 5) we eo me te re 0 8 85 
pS Se ee ee ee ee 946 18 5 
ee ee ea a 4338 6 5 
Directors and auditorsfees. . . . . « + « «© « 530 0 0 
Salaries and collector’s commission , . . .. s+ + 786 111 
Wages. . (al Les oe 4 is eke ON ee eee 
NO a ae ee ee ee 579 8 10 
Bad debts and allowances on collection. . ie a 9914 8 
ere ‘ “ 33.18 6 
Contingent-fund . . . 2. 6 «© © © © © ° 400 0 0 
Retort account .... . roe 4 e 250 0 0 
Pasliamentary expenses. 2. . «0 es 0 te 100 0 0 
£13,949 2 8 
PMNs 5646 ORO O 4,501 9 10 





£18,450 12 6 


Dr. Balance-Sheet, December 31, 18654 Cr. 


.To Proprietors for paid-up capital— 


5000 original shares, at £10 pershare . 2 . . . . £50,000 0 0 
5000 preference shares, at £10 pershare. . . . . . 50,000 0 0 
10,000 ordinary 7 per cent. shares, £l paid. . . . . 10,000 0 0 
OS i a aires ok me 
Amount due tosundry persons . . . « « « - 16,669 18 7 
0 2 Aa Sa ee 94915 7 
Interest on investment of contingent- 
fund, to Dec, $1,1865. . ... . £78 7 5 
Appropriated from profit and loss for 
contingent-fund . . . « « « 400 0 0 
478 7 5 
Profit unappropriated, June 30,1865, . . .« « . 184 5 3 
£149,432 6 10 
po ee ee eee 4,501 910 


£153,933 16 8 


Appropriation of Balance. 


£184 5 3 


Balance brought forward from last account . . . 
4,501 9 10 


Ditto of profit and loss, Dec. 31,1865. . . . 2. « « " 


‘ 


£4,685 15 1 


The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report, said there were 
some things which could not be stated too frequently, and among 
these were words of encouragement. In every sphere of life they 
were agreeable, and a stimulus to exertion, and the directors of this 
company felt great pleasure in being enabled on this, as upon pre- 
ceding occasions, to open their — with words of encouragement, 
and to state what they conscientiously believed to be true, viz., that the 
| undertaking was in a satisfactory and thriving position, and likely to remain 
|s80. The second paragraph of the report explained a circumstance which was 
| peculiar to their position—viz., the rapid progress which had marked the com- 
| pany from its earliest days to the present. From the beginning they had 
} on in a perpetual state of development, and had not yet by any means 
completed that amount of development which would be required of them. 
The report stated that new works were in progress, and the retort-house was 
nearly finished. These words signified that they were doubling their manu- 
| facturing power, and that they had been forced into this extension by the 
jrapidity with which the district they supplied was growing. The next 
| paragraph in the report informed the shareholders that the directors had 
| been able to announce a further reduction in the price of gas. Fortunately 





|| they were able to do so without interfering to any great extent with the ques- 


| tion of dividend, and they were delighted that it was in their power to do so, 
| because from the first moment of the establishment of the company they had 
always striven to produce a good and cheap article, and to act the part of 
trustees in reference to the distribution of gas to the public. ‘The shareholders 
would also see that they had secured the services of a very able man in Dr. 
Letheby, to test from time to time the illuminating power and purity of 
their gas, and to make such suggestions to them as they hoped in the end 
would result in their being able to produce as perfect an article as it was 

ossible to obtain out of the material employed for the purpose. After some 

urther remarks on the remaining portions of the report, the chairman con- 
cluded by submitting the motion for its adoption. 

Mr. Box seconded the motion. 

Mr. Lrvesry made some inquiries respecting the investment of the contin- 
gent-fund, which were replied to by Mr. SrePHENSON, the deputy-chairman. 

The motion was then put, and carried unanimously. 

The Rev. Mr. Pocock moved—* That a dividend at the rate of 6 percent- 
per annum on the preference capital; a dividend at the rate of 10 per cent- 
per annum on the original capital ; the sum of ls. per share on account of 
arrears of dividends on the original shares; and a dividend at the rate of 7 
per cent. per annum on the ordinary 7 per cent. capital, all free of income- 
tax, be now declared and made payable forthwith.” 











The directors have the satisfaction of reporting the success of the company’s 
operations during the half year. . 

The new works in progress, including retort-house, haye advanced towards 
completion. 

Ni tice has been issued to the consumers of a reduction in the price of gas to 
4s. 6d. per 1000 cubic feet, to commence after the 31st of March instant. , 

The reports of Dr. Letheby, the chemical adviser of the company, on the illumi- 
nating power of the gas and its freedom from impurity, have been satisfactory. 

Mr. G. P. Pocock has resigned the office of director. 

Mr. C. Lea Wilson, of Beckenham, has been elected by the directors to fill the 
vacant place at the board. i r 

The directors going out of office by rotation are Mr. C. Lea Wilson, and Mr, 
Frederic L. Linging; and these gentlemen, being eligible for re-election, offer them- 
selves for the support of the shareholders. 

The auditor going out of office by rotation is Mr. William Purvis; and this gentle- 
man, being eligible, offers himself to the shareholders for re-election. 

The balance-sheet for the half year to the 3lst of D ber last, and appended to 
this report, shows the financial position of the company. ‘The profits for the half 
year are £4501 9s. 10d., which, together with £184 5s. 3d., the unappropriated rofit 
of the preceding half year, makes the available balance £4685 15s. ld. Out of this 
sum the directors recommend the declaration of a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. 
per annum on the preference capital; a dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per 
annum on the original capital; the sum of 1s. per share in payment on account of 
arrears of dividends on the original shares; and a dividend at the rate of 7 per cent. 
per annum on the ordinary 7 per cent. capital, all free from income-tax ; the balance 
of £157 19s. 2d. to be carried forward to the profit of the succeeding half year. 
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Mr. J. Curtis seconded the motion, which was carried unanimously. 

The retiring directors and auditor were severally re-elected. 

Mr. HaDLAND moved a vote of thanks to the directors, and complimented 
the board on their very able management of the affairs of the company. 

Mr. STEwarp seconded the motion, which was cordially adopted. 

On the motion of Mr, Livesey, seconded by Mr. Surin, thanks were also 
voted to the auditors. 

Mr. HapLanp moved a vote of thanks to the chairman, which was seconded 
by the Rev. Mr. Pococx, and carried unanimously. 

The CHAIRMAN briefly acknowledged his obligations to the proprietors, 
and the proceedings terminated. 





THE GAS QUESTION AT RYDE. 

An Adjourned Meeting of the Ryde Improvement Commissioners was held 
at the Town-Hall on Tuesday, the 20th ult., Mr. Tuomas Dasuwoop in the 
chair, at which the gas question formed the chief subject of discussion. 

Mr. James Dasuwoop, chairman of the Parliamentary Committee, said 
their report was to have been brought up to a special meeting of the board, 
and as that was an adjourned meeting they were not competent to pass any 
resolution that evening. After some observations about former meetings, 
the speaker said it appeared desirable to obtain information, especially from 
towns where the governing bodies were the manufacturers of gas. They 
had, therefore, with the aid of Mr. Pullen, arranged a series of questions, and 
had received answers from nearly all those towns; and in order that they 
might be properly informed, the commissioners had deemed it necessary to 
have the report of an engineer who should be above all suspicion. They had, 
therefore, obtained the assistance of Mr. Spice, a gentleman who stood very 
high in his profession, and the earliest day he could appoint to meet them 
was the Wednesday after the Saturday meeting, which would, of course, ac- 
count for their being unable to bring up any report on that occasion. That 
gentleman’s report had only been received by that morning’s post, and was 
as follows :— 

To the Impr t CO issii 8 of the Town of Ryde, Isle of Wight. 

Gentlemen,—In compliance with your request, I paid a visit to your town on the 
14th inst., and on that and the following day inspected the works of the Ryde Gas 
Company and the district lighted, and I now respectfully report to you the con- 
clusions at which I have arrived after a careful consideration of the facts and the 
questions submitted to me at the committee meeting, which I had the honour of, 
attending on the evening of the 14th. I am asked— 

1. ‘* As to the works, whether suitable and capable of meeting all the require- 
ments of the town generally; taking all circumstances into account, what we might 
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they now stand have been remodelled and erected upon the most modern and ap- 
proved principles, and are, or will, when some little matters of detail are — com- 
pleted, be fully equal to all the requirements of the town for probably several years 
tocome. They have been so designed and executed as to be capable of producing 
gas at the least cost, and are capable of considerable enlargement without any altera- 
tion of plan. With reference to the means of distribution, from information fur- 


lower district is required, so as to give a better supply in that direction, at an out- 
lay of probably some £2000 or £3000; but the resulting economy in diminished 
leakage and increased consumption of gas would afford an ample return for the 
capital so expended. I consider 5s. per 1000 feet a fair price at the present time, 
and the charge for public lamps less than proportionate. ‘ 

2. * Whether I would consider, judging from the returns produced, that it would 
be advantageous for the governing body of the town to become manufacturers of 
gas, or otherwise?”? I have examined the returns here referred to, and consider 
them of no value whatever ; they furnish no evidence on which to found an argu- 
ment either for or against your taking the administration of the gas supply of your 
town into your own hands, and I would observe that, quite independently of their 
insufficiency from their vague, indefinite, and incomplete character, it is essential 
that your case and every such case should be considered and determined upon its 
own merits. It is, in my opinion, unsafe and unsound to be guided by general com~- 
parisons in such a matter. I believe that on careful inquiry it would be found that 
in the list of 47 towns comprised in the returns no two sets of circumstances are 
alike, and in each case there are many circumstances requiring examination besides 
those included under the six heads of inquiry. Apart, however, from the returns, I 
am of opinion that it is desirable you should become possessed of the undertaking 
of the Ryde Gas Company, not because of any complaint which can fairly be made 
as to the way in which the company are discharging the obligations resting upon 
them, but because it is a well-established and prosperous concern, in excellent 
working order, and existing in a thriving and well-ordered town; and these two 
facts must be taken together. The latter statement is not made merely as a com- 
pliment to the inhabitants or yourselves as the governing body, the fact being that 
if the gas company enjoyed a greater degree of prosperity than it now does, and 
your town was not one of evidently increasing importance, I would advise your 
leaving the supply of gas in the hands of the present proprietors. My reasons are 
briefly these: the price you would have to pay for the works and business of the 
company would be its fair and full commercial value, and, therefore, at first would 
leave you no advantage in the way of surplus profit to enable you to afford any 
benefit either to the private consumer or public ratepayer ; but the circumstances 
of the case are such that, taken in connexion with the visible evidences of the pros- 
perous character of your town, it may be stated as certain that the profits of the 
undertaking would steadily and certainly increase; and in the event of your pur- 
chasing the undertaking and carrying it on in the interest of the ratepayers, 
charging the private consumer 5s. per 1000 feet, and supplying the public lamps at 
the same reasonable rate as at present, you would, by surplus profits, soon find 
yourselves in a position to benefit both classes of consumers, and as time rolled on, 
this benefit would constantly increase. 

3. “* What the residuum from a ton of coal used in the manufacture of gas would 
be, less the quantity necessary for fuel?’? A ton of coal when manufactured into 
gas produces on an average achaldron or about 13} ewt. of coke, and from two- 
thirds to three-fourths of this remains for sale, the remainder being required for 
heating the retorts. 
4. “* Whether any other means for purifying in lieu of lime?’’ Yes; and Iam 
of opinion that, situated as the Ryde Gas-Works are, the sulphuretted hydrogen 
should be removed by other means—namely, by the use of oxide of iron. By this 
means the disagreeable smell arising and spreading in the direction of the wind 
when a foul dry-lime purifier is opened for cleansing would be got rid of. 
5. “ Whether gas might be manufactured in such a situation as the present: Ryde 
Gas-Works without nuisance to the neighbourhood?” Iam of opinion the works 
in their present situation need not be a nuisance in the least degree. 
6. ** About what the cost should be of gas-works of 60 retorts, and other portions 
in proportion, with mains sufficient to supply a town of the area of Ryde?”? I must 
be excused saying this is a question which, although put with proper intention, is in 
my opinion best not answered. In a former part of this report I have intimated my 
objection to generalizing on this subject. General replies to general questions often 
seriously mislead when general statements are relied upon for a specific result ; and 
in this case, I would prefer knowing the site of the imaginary works and an admea- 
surement of the roads and the leveis in relation to the works, because I could then 
give you a reliable estimate. 
I may say, in concluding my observations, that I hope the occasion will not arise 
for you to require any such estimate; and my advice to you, which I tender with 
much respect and consideration, is that you consider the subject, in your further 
deliberations upon it, calmly and dispassionately, with the view of forming a deli- 
berate judgment upon it without reference to any other object or feeling than the 
interests of the two classes interested—namely, the gas consumers and those rate- 
payers who are not consumers of gas except in the public lamps. 
Iam, gentlemen, your most obedient servant, 

R. P. Spice. 





County Chambers, Cornhill, London, E.C., March 19, i865. 


Mr. James Dasuwoop’s opinion was that the report was a satisfactory 
one to all parties, especially taking into account the known ability and ho- 
nourable character of the gentleman who drew it. It really amounted to 
this, after all the hubbub and abuse that had been levelled at individuals, 
the town had but little to complain of. Five shillings per 1000 feet being set 
down as a fair price, people generally, at least for a time, were led to be- 
lieve that gas could be had cheaper, in consequence of Mr. Flintoff’s state- 
| ments, and had consequently raised an agitation at considerable cost to them- 


exaggerations, and absurdities, that the public were soon able to separate 
the wheat from the chaff. To his mind it was a proof of the wisdom of delay. 
For his own part, he thought that not only a week or two, but another 
year’s delay, would not prejudice the question. Some parties had laid great 
stress on the elections which would come off in a few days, and possibly some 
new blood may be infused into the board, when ‘‘new vorks’’ may possibly 
get a little more consideration. He then read a letter from Mr. Hearn as to 
the parliamentary proceedings, and observed that, with reference to that 
letter, he was wt ll to say Mr. Hearn had fought well. The business now 
was to pay the piper, although they were in a worse position than when the 
committee and the gas company conferred. This was much to be regretted, 
as these proceedings had been brought about by an insignificant section of 
the ratepayers. 

Mr. Furcuer considered Mr. Dashwood ought immediately to withdraw 
that expression. 

Mr. DasHwoop explained that he only meant it to apply to numbers. It 
reminded him of the celebrated story of the three tailors of Tooley Street, 
who dubbed themselves, ‘‘ We, the people of England.” 

Mr. Joun Harsovr said that, although Mr. James Dashwood’s friends 
had been born before him, he was not much better than any other man. 
People had as much right to think as he had, and it was very insulting and 
beneath the dignity of a man. : 

Mr. DasHwoop repeated that he had no wish to wound any one’s feelings. 
The expression was simply intended to refer to numbers. 

This did not satisfy Mr. FurcuEer, who again called on Mr. Dashwood to 
retract the offensive expression. 

Mr. Hanps observed that but very few ratepayers attended the meetings 
alluded to, 

The CuarrMan : They were the largest meetings I have seen in the town. 
Mr. Farra.t, although not endorsing the word insignificant, contended 
that parties had uo right to issue bills calling themselves a ratepayers com- 
Mittee. It was not right to the board or the town at large. There had 








nished to me, I am of opinion some alteration and enlargement of the mains for the | 
| idea of saying anything respecting the ratepayers generally, but he could not 
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selves, Mr. Flintoff’s statements were so full of gross misrepresentations, | 





reasonably expect to be supplied at (public and private)?” I reply, the works as | been a large amount of abuse, and it had evidently been done to mislead the 


town and overawe the board. These were three or four non-ratepayers to 
one of those meetings, and they were therefore not to be taken as the expres- 
sion of the feeling of the town, If they wished to get at the voices and the 
ratepayers, — the town and carry it by the force of public opinion, and not 
by such trickery as had been attempted. (Loud cries of ‘‘ Hear, hear.”’) 
Mr. Dasuwoop could assure the board that he had not the most remote 


refrain from denouncing the conduct of certain individuals who had behaved 
most unjustifiably. 

Mr. Drumick, with every respect for the ratepayers generally, could en- 
dorse what had been said by Mr. Dashwood with respect to the abuse of that 
board. Such remarks as had been made were Lagace | unjustifiable, and if 
the ao endorsed such insults as had been levelled, they deserved the 
epithet. 

Mr. Gunn would like to know if the report, which had been read, could 
be relied upon. He could not help noticing, however, that although Mr. 
Flintoff had been called some hard names, this engineer endorsed that gen- 
tleman’s opinion so far as saying the gas-works would be a profitable concern 
for the town. From some of the remarks which had been made, he almost 
began to think that he was on the other side of the Channel, where they 
were not to be allowed to think. His opinion was that the ratepayers had a 
perfect right to do so. ; 

Mr. Furcuer reminded Mr. Fairall that the ratepayers committee had 
been appointed to see the commissioners, some of whom were then 04 
He was of opinion that the meetings of the Gas Committee could be held 
forthwith, and not put off till after the election. 

Mr. Farratt observed that there was a bill out, purporting to be from 
the ratepayers committee, before Mr. Flintoff was brought down here. 

Mr. Dasuwoop asked if any application had been received by the com- 
missioners from these parties. : 

The CHAIRMAN replied that several communications on the subject had 
been received. 

Mr. Pavt had been accustomed to look at the town meetings as undeserv- 
ing the attention of the commissioners, as they were generally attended by 
so few persons; but the late meetings were so overpowering as regarded 
numbers, and all his experience tended to show that it would be well to buy 
the works as a matter of profit to the town, so that, although his own feel- 
ing would be to leave well alone, yet, as a commissioner, he felt bound to 
obey what seemed to be the general wish of the town. 

Mr. Futcuer inquired if a copy of the returns had been — to the 
secretary of the ratepayers committee, and being answered in the negative, 
moved that the clerk be requested to supply a copy to Mr. Gabell, 

Mr. Hanns: A printed copy, I suppose. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. Joun Harzovur. 

Mr. James Dasuwoop, in reply to Mr. Gunn’s observations, said that Mr- 
Spice ranked high in his profession as an engineer. With reference to Mr. 
Flintoff’s statements, anybody could see that they were exaggerations. For 
instance, he had said that it was a standing joke against the Ryde Gas Com- 

any, that their retorts regularly consumed two-thirds of the gas made. 

ow, he asked that board was not that a gross absurdity? He himself had 
asked Mr. Spice the question, and he denounced it as a monstrous absurdity, 
Again, look at Mr. Flintoft’s statements with respect to the price of the gas 
to consumers, and compare it with the engineer’s report. The fact is, such 
statements are got up to excite people only to hold out that some one will 
give thirteen pence for a shilling, and lots of people will soon flock round. 
Then, with respect to the gas shares, it was said that £100 was to be worth 
£330. This was also absurd. In fact, Mr. Flintoff’s addresses were full of 
misstatements. 

Mr. RENDALL said, as it was quite open for any ratepayer to come and 
examine the papers, there woul be no necessity for the clerk to supply a 
copy of the returns. 

fr. PuLLEN: The books only are open. 

Mr. RENDALL, in continuation, said, whatever might be the issue of the 
agitation, he hoped it would be for the good of the town. He altogether dif- 
fered from Mr. Paul as to the meetings, for he believed that a very small 
portion of the ratepayers had attended the recent meetings; in fact, that 
there was no general expression of feeling on the subject, and the uncour- 
teous observations made deterred many of the respectable inhabitants from 
attending. It had been said by some persons that the ratepayers were will- 
ing to accept the responsibility. He felt perfectly sure that this did not ex- 
ay the general feeling. What the engineer whom they had appointed 

ad said was a great compliment to the gas company. If the transfer of the 
company’s works would be a benefit to the town, who would benefit so much 
as himself? Talk of buying the works! jee J must first ascertain if they 
could get the money. For his oo, he thought there was great doubt if 
they could get £25,000 or £30,000, to be paid off in the short space of thirty 
years. Of course they would have to get the inspector down; and did they 
suppose that there would not be a number of ratepayers objecting to pay 
7} per cent. >—for that was what it would come to, principal and interest. 

Mr. Marvin moved an amendment to the effect that ratepayers have 
access to the books and papers, and take extracts therefrom, instead of the 
clerk furnishing the returns. 

Mr. Farma.t seconded the amendment. 

Mr. James Dasuwoop altogether objected to the proposal. There was a 
proper time for all things, and he did not think the time was come to take 
such a step, inasmuch as the committee had not yet fully discussed the sub- 
ject. It was even irregular that the papers should have been laid on the 
table before the report was brought up. As he before observed, if the whole 
matter had been left to the committee they would have been better off, and 
saved a lot of money they would now have to spend for law. 

Mr. James Harnovr by no means agreed with Mr. Dashwood. He un- 
derstood that Mr. Hearn had appeared before the committee of the House of 
Lords without counsel. That was too economical. Then he took no wit- 
nesses but the clerk, so that it ought not to cost much, for in his opinion 
Mr. Hearn had rendered assistance to the gas company, and had far better 
have remained at home. Mr. Harbour was proceeding to make some obser- 
gg on what Mr. Hearn was reported to have said at the committee, 
when 

Mr. James Dasuwoop referred to the minutes of the proceedings, and 
said there were no such expressions, 

After some further observations, Mr. Futcher withdrew his resolution in 
favour of that proposed by Mr. Marvin, when 

Mr. Pavut said every reasonable requirement would be answered by the 
passing of that resolution. 

Mr. : egal observed that the keeping back any paper would only excite 
op on. 

Mr. FAIRALL considered it necessary to define some special hours during 
which persons might be admitted. 
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The CHATRMAN explained that the regular office hours were considered to 
be from ten to four o’clock. é 

Mr. James Dasuwoop hoped they would appoint some one to take charge 
of the papers, as the clerk could not attend to it. : 

On a division, 13 voted for the motion, and it was therefore carried. 








METROPOLIS GAS SUPPLY. 
Crry or Lonpon Court or SEWERS, GUILDHALL, TuEsDAY, Marcu 20, 
At the Meeting of the Commissioners of Sewers, held this day—Deputy 
De Jersey in the chair, 4 ‘ 
Dr. Leruesy read his annual report upon the quality of the gas supplied 
to the City, as follows:— 


To the Honourable Commissioners of Sewers of the City of London. __ 
Gentlemen,—I have the honour to submit my annual report of the illuminating 
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power and chemical quality of the gas supplied to the City of London during the 
year which ended in February last. 

In the course of the year there have been 2612 examinations of the illuminating| 
power of the gas supplied by the three City companies, and the record of eac 
examination is the average result of 10 observations. The gas has been burnt in 
accordance with the provisions of the 25th section of the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860 
—that is, it has been burnt at the rate of 5 cubic feet an hourfrom an Argand burner 
of 15 holes and with a 7-inch chimney. The burner, as I have already informed you, 
differs from the burner which was in use at the time of the passing of the Gas Act of 
1860, in the circumstance that the holes are a little than those of the old 
burner, and the diameter of the aperture for the admission of air to the interior of 
the flame is 0°44 of an inch instead of 0°57. These improvements in the construction 
of the burner cause a diminished supply of air to the burning gas, and so prevent its 
over-oxydation—the practical result being that 12-candle gas, as measured by the 
old burner, becomes 13°42 candles with the new—the illuminating power being thus 
raised about 11°87 per cent. 

The results of the 2612 examinations of the gas with the new burner are as 
follows :— 
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So that the illuminating power of the gas supplied by the City Company has ranged 
from 11°07 standard sperm candles to 16°98—the average for the whole year being 
13°67; that of the Chartered Company has ranged from 10°80 to 15°82—the average 
being 13°82; and that of the Great Central has been from 11°60 candles to 16°50— 
the average being 13°83. All these averages are alittle above the numbers for the 
last two years, but they do not reach the proportions of the preceding ten years, 
when the illuminating power of the gas was estimated by the old burner. This will 
be evident from the following table, which shows the quality of the Great Central 
gas from the year 1852, when I was first appointed the gas analyst for the City. 





ILLUMINATING POWER IN STANDARD SPERM CANDLES. 
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It appears, therefore, that before the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860, when the price 
of the Great Central gas was but 4s. per 1000 cubic feet, the average illuminating 
power of the gas, as estimated by the new burner, was 14°79 standard sperm candles ; 
whereas, since the passing of the Act, when the price has been 4s. 6d. per 1000 cubic 
feet, the average illuminating power of the gas has been but 13°63 candles. 

I have further to report that, of the 870 examinations of the gas of each of the 
companies during the year, the gas of the City Company has, on 31 occasions, been 
below the standard of the Act, that of the Chartered Company on 14 occasions, and 
the Great Central on 4. 

The chemical quality of the gas has, in one particular, been rarely equal to the 
aemants of the Act of Parliament. I allude to the excessively large amount of 
sulphur which has been almost always present in the gas supplied to the City; and 
‘ou will observe in the following table that the proportions of sulphur in the gas 
ave been larger and larger with every succeeding quarter of the year. 
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It is thus seen that the amount of sulphur in the gas of the City Company has 
ranged from 14 2 grs. per 100 cubic feet to 28°2—the average being 19°6 grs. ; in the 
Chartered gas it has ranged from 13 grs. to 30°7—the average being 21°2; and in the 
Great Central it has fluctuated from 14°4 grs. to 32°9—the a being 24°1. You 
will also notice that of the 220 experiments made on each of the company’s gas 
during the year, there were 87 occasions with the City Company, 126 with the 
Chartered, and 212 with the Great Central, when the proportions of sulphur were 
excessive, making a total of 425 out of 664 occasions when the requirements of the 
Act of Parliament were not fulfilled. I have already reported to you that such 
amounts of sulphur were not found in the gas of the City companies before the pass- 
ing of the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860, and that the following were the proportions 
obtained with the same instruments from 1853 to 1859. 

Amount of Sulphur 
per 100 Cubic Feet of Gas. 
16°4 grs. 
21°5 ,, 
71 
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And I may further state that I have examined the gas of twenty-four of the towns 
of England, and have ascertained that the proportions of sulphur rarely reach to 20 
grs.in the 100 cubic feet; in nineteen instances it was below 15 grs., and in seven 
instances below 10 grs. It is clearly, therefore, possible for the City companies to 
| —7 with the requirements of the Act of Parliament; indeed, I may say that for 

a whole year—namely, from September, 1864, to September, 1865—the weekly average 
| of sulphur in the gas of the City Company was only on six occasions above the pro- 
| portion sanctioned by Parliament; and the average for the several quarters of that 
| year was but 18°3 grs. The two causes which are chiefly concerned in the excess of 
| sulphur in the gas supplied to the City, are— 

1, The presence of pyrites in undue quantity in the coal; and 
2. The imperfect purification of the gas. 

While the gas of the City Company was so free from sulphur, the greatest care 
was taken to remove the pyrites from the coal; and, in proof of the imperfect purifi- 
cation of the gas, I may state that I have had no difficulty in removing much of the! 
sulphur from the so-called purified gas supplied to the public. By first giving the 
gas a little ammonia, and then passing it through a small bottle of what is called 
dry lime, the bisulphide of carbon and ammonia are mutually decomposed, and the 
two together torm, with the lime, sulphocyanide and sulphide of calcium. This re- 
action is so simple, and at the same time is so certain, that it indicates the possi- 
bility of removing a larger portion of sulphur from the gas; and this is not merely a 
laboratory result, for it has been tried on a very large scale at the gas-works at 
Nottingham, by Mr. Hawksley, whose experiments at your instance are now so 
nearly completed, that they will ere long be the subject of a valuable report to you. 

In reviewing, therefore, the whole of these facts, 1 am led to conclude that tbe 
main cause which has operated in lowering the chemical quality and illuminating 
power of the gas of this metropolis, is the substitution of oxide of iron for hydrate 
of lime as a purifying agent ; for not only does the former substance fail to remove 
the more complex sulphur compounds from the gas, but it also fails to absorb car- 
bonic acid; and thus the gas is both chemically impure, and of lowered illuminating 
power. In former times, when hydrate of lime was the purifying agent, and so al 
where it is still used in the towns of England, the purity and illuminating power of 
the gas, from the same coals, are higher than they are in London. But I will not 
pursue this matter further, than by saying it will soon be the subject of a special 
report by Mr. Hawksley. 

With regard to the other impurities of coal gas—sulphuretted hydrogen and am- 
monia—I have to inform you that the gas of each of the companies has always been 
entirely free from the former, and that in the case of the City and Great Central gas 
there has never been a trace of the latter, although the Chartered gas has been in- 
variably overcharged with it. 

The pressure at which the gas has been delivered to the public has ranged from 
0°8 of an inch in the daytime to 1°25 at night; the pressure at dusk being generally 
from 2°5 to 3 inches, 

Lastly, I have to report that, in consequence of frequent failures in the quality of 
the gas, proceedings were taken against the Chartered and Great Central Gas Com- 
panies, in accordance with the provisions of the Metropolis Gas Act of 1860. The 
results of those proceedings are detailed in the statement by Mr. Baylis, which I 
append; and I regret that, instead of meeting the recent charges on their own 
merits, the companies preferred to deal with them through the technicalities of the 
law ; but if the inquiry had been prosecuted, I should have proved that every pos- 
sible care had been taken to arrive at accurate results—the meters were first tested 
by the appointed officer for the City; and with the view of guarding against every 
source of error, I conducted the inquiry myself, and qnciniel every person from the 
testing-room during the whole time of the investigation, excepting the officers of the 
companies, who were especially invited by a letter from the clerk to witness the 
experiments. Knowing also that objections would. perhaps be taken to the very 
atmosphere of the room, as a possible source of sulphur, I had every gaslight in the 
room extinguished, and I made the most careful examination of the real amount of 
sulphur in the air as it was consumed in the experiments. In fact, there was no 
point of the inquiry left open for a possible source of fallacy ; but, for all this, I have 
reason to believe that the results would have been disputed and the conclusions 
flatly contradicted. If this had been so, it would have been proof of,the necessity 
for a large amendment of the Metropolis Gas Act; for it would have shown that, as 
far as the Commissioners of Sewers are concerned, the obligations of the Act could 
not be enforced, and that the interests of the public are not sufficiently protected ; 
indeed, the issue of these inquiries leads to the conclusion that there must be much 
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clearer provisions for the method of testing the gas and for enforcing the penalties? 
for, as the law now stands, it may be violated with impunity. 
I remain, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
Guildhall, March, 1866. H. Leruesy. 





APPENDIX. 
STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE GAs ComPaNnres 1n 1865-1866. 

The Chartered Gas Company was d before a justice of the peace, at the 
instance of the Commissioners of Sewers, ‘‘ for that, being a gas company supplying 

within the limits of the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, they did, on the 23ra, 25th, 
Seth, and 27th days of January, 1865, supply common gas to the northern district of 
| the City of London of less illuminating power and of less purity than is required by 
the 25th section of the said Act, in that the gas so supplied was of an illuminating 
power of less than that of 12 sperm candles, as mentioned in the Act, and that such 
was not so far free from ammonia as is required by the said Act.” 

The ¢ase came on for hearing at the Guildhall Justice-Room, on the 2nd of March, 
1865, before Alderman Sir John Musgrove, Bart., and was opened by Serjeant Atkin- 
son, on behalf of the commissioners. 

Dr. Letheby was called as a witness, and proved that on the days mentioned in 
the summonses he had tested the gas suppli by the company at the testing-house, 
Jewry Street, Aldgate, and that although the minimum of Tight required by the Act 
was that of 12 sperm candles, on the 23rd of January, at 3 -p.m., the light of the gas 
supplied by the company was equal to 10°75 candles only, and at 9 p.m. to 11°91 
candles only ; on the 25th, at 3 p.m., to 9°35, at 7 p.m. to 10°81, at 9 p.m. to 11°01; 
on the 26th, at 5 p.m., to 11°26, at 1.30 to 10°51; and at 11 a.m. on-the 27th of 
January, to 11°76 candles only. Dr. Letheby further proved that on each of the said 
days the gas of the pany was tantly overcharged with ammonia. 

itnesses were called who corroborated Dr. Letheby’s evidence, both as to the 
quality of the gas and the correctness of the instruments used by Dr. Letheby in 
making the experiments. 

After the case of the commissioners had been heard, the magistrate informed 
the parties present that, being himself a Commissioner of Sewers, he was disqualified 
from to hear the case, and he therefore dismissed the summons on that 

rand. 

The result was duly reported to the Commissioners of Sewers, and the matter was 
referred to a committee, and sul uently a new commission was sealed, which ex- 
cluded four senior and six junior aldermen, who were thus enabled to sit and hear 
cases in which the Commissioners of Sewers were interested. 

No further proceedings were taken against gas companies till the close of last year, 
when summonses were again issued, by the direction of the commissioners, against 

















the Chartered Gas Company for supplying gas with an excess of sulphur and am- 
— ae against the Great Central Gas Company for supplying gas with an excess 
of sulphur. 

The case against the latter company came on for hearing at the Guildhall Justice- 
Room, on the 23rd day of February last, before Alderman Stone, when Serjeant 
Atkinson appeared for the complainants, and Mr. Coleridge for the defendants. 

The proceedings had been taken, according to the invariable practice, in the name 
of Mr. Daw, the principal clerk of the commissioners, and two technical objections 
were raised by the defendants: First, that the commissioners had no power to 
institute these proceedings in the name of Mr. Daw, their principal clerk; and, 
secondly, that the commissioners were not the local authority under the Metropolis 
Gas Act, 1860; and consequently had not the power to take any proceedings against 
the company. Both of these > ong were exceedingly technical ones, and had no 
reference at all to the merits of the case, which the commissioners had been led to 
believe the Great Central Gas Company were anxious to meet, as they had pre- 
viously alleged that they had a triumphant answer to the charge of supplying impure 
gas to the City of London. 

The alderman ruled that the first objection raised was a fatal one, and the com- 
missioners had no alternative but to submit to his decision, though they considered 
that the proceedinge were not only rightly taken, but taken in the only way pos- 
sible—viz., in the name of their clerk. 

The Great Central Gas Company thus, on a mere question of form, effectually 
stifled what was in effect a public inquiry into the quality of their gas, and left the 
allegations of the commissioners hanging over their heads, without ever attempting 
an answer. The result was duly reported to the commissioners. 

No further proceedings have been taken against the Great Central Gas Company, 
nor has anything more been done with the summonses issued against the Chartered 
Gas Company. 

The CuarrMan said that the motion would be—“ That the report of the 
gas analyst be received, printed, and circulated.” He thought it would be 
well that they should send a copy of it to the Secretary of State, and to 
each of the members of the Corporation Gas Committee. 

Deputy Trae said the report contained matters of the deepest interest 
and importance, and asthe whole question of the supply of gas in the 
metropolis was about to undergo an investigation by a select committee of 
the House of Commons, he hoped this report would have the widest possible 
circulation. He should be glad to know that not only every member of the 
corporation would be furnished with a copy, but that every member of 
the House of Commons would have his attention specially called to it. 

The CHAIRMAN thought it would be better to leave that point for the 
consideration of the Gas Committee. That committee were fully alive to 





exercise of their discretion. 
The motion was then put and carried. 





THE SUPPLY OF GAS AT UXBRIDGE. 

At a Meeting of the Uxbridge Local Board, held on Wednesday, the lst 
ult., the Gas Committee submitted the following report, which was 
adopted :— 

The Gas Committee beg to inform the board that, having received for considera- 
tion Dr. Letheby’s report on the gas analysis, they recommend that a letter be ad- 
dressed by the clerk to the secretary of the gas vee ay enclosing a copy of Dr. 
Letheby’s report, and calling attention to the fact that by that report the gas is 
stated not to fulfil the requirements of the Act of Parliament, and that, although the 
gas company possess apparatus for testing the illuminating power of the gas, no 
apparatus for testing its purity is kept at the works. Joun RAYNER, 

Feb. 28, 1866. Henry Morten, 

G. Rippon Heron. 
Dr. Lerwery’s REPORT OF AN EXAMINATION OF THE ILLUMINATING PoWER AND 
PurITY oF THE UxsripGE Gas. 

To the Uxbridge District Local Board of Health. 

Gentlemen,—In accordance with your iustructions, communicated to me by Mr. 
Eves, the district surveyor, and by virtue of the order in writing under the hands 
of three members of the Local Board of Health, appointing me to proceed to the 
works of the Uxbridge and Hillingdon Gas Consumers Company, and, on giving six 
hours previous notice in writing, to enter the premises of the company, and, in the 
presence of the superintendent or other officer, to make experiments of the illumi- 
nating power and purity of the gas, I visited Uxbridge on Friday, the 19th day of 
January last, and inquired into the several matters above referred to. 

In the first place, I have to report that at ten o’clock of the morning of the 19th 
ult., due notice was given to the company of my intention to visit the gas-works 
and examine the quality of the gas, in accordance with the 62nd section of the Ux- 
bridge Gas Act, 1861; and as I arrived at Uxbridge at about two o’clock of the day, 
there were still two hours of the said notice unexpired. I therefore availed myself 
of the opportunity of testing the quality of the gas at the officesof Mr. Eves, in order 
that I might become acquainted with the exact illuminating power and purity of the 
oo then supplied to the town. I had brought with me all the apparatus necessary 

‘or this purpose, and I found that when the Uxbridge gas was tested in accordance 
with the 60th section of the Act of Parliament its illuminating power was equal to 
that of 12°48 standard sperm candles, and I also ascertained that the gas was ex- 
cessively overcharged with ammonia. I then proceeded to the works, where I 
arrived at three o’clock of the afternoon, and I was received by both the Messrs. 

Knowing that Mr. Hedley had frequently stated that he never required 














the importance of the matter, and the court should not interfere with the | 








six hours or even any previous notice to permit the gas at the Uxbridge works to 

be tested, 1 asked permission to commence my experiments at once, although there 

was still an hour of the notice unexpired. = however, he refused, and I was 

compelled to wait until four o’clock, the end of the six hours notice, before he 

would allow any experiments to be made; but he gave me permission to use the 

} md in preparing my apparatus, as there was no apparatus at the works for testing 
purity gas. 

At a quarter past four o’clock I examined the illuminating power of the gas, and 
I found it equal to 15°38 standard sperm candles. At twenty minutes past five 
o’clock it was equal to 15°78 standard candles. I also tested the gas for sulphur 
and ammonia, and ascertained that the gas was perfectly free from sulphuretted 
hydrogen, and that the total amount of sulphur in any form in the bn was but 
13°7 grains per 100 cubic feet of gas, the quantity allowed by the Act o Parliament 
being 20 grains per 100 cubic feet. In ‘both of these ulars, therefore, the 
purity of the gas was equal to the requirements of the 60th section of the Act ; but 
as regards the other impurity, ammonia, the gas was eomanney overcharged with 
it, for when it was tested with a piece of turmeric paper it ured the paper in 
less than a minute. ‘ 

On my return to Mr. Eves’s offices at a quarter to six o’clock, I again examined 
the illuminating power of the gas, and I then found ete ss 5g to only 1] °64 
standard sperm dles, notwithstanding that at the works which I had just left it 
was equal to 15°78 candies. In other words the average illuminating power of the 
gas at the works was rather more than 29 per cent. better than it was in the town. 

Ihad already told Mr. Hedley the results of my testings in the town, and asked 
him to explain the discrepancy with regard to the power of the gas at the works. 
This he candidly told me was owing to his having prepared the gas for me by 
ordering a quantity of cannel coal to be used, and he further said that he had done 
this to convince me how easy it was to improve the quality of the gas during a six 
hours notice. I am bound, therefore, to state that results of the testings of the 
illuminating power of the gas at the works are not reliable as indications of the 
quality of the gas in the town, and I am compelled to accept the results obtained 
at Mr. Eves’s offices. These results show that the average illuminating power of 
the gas supplied to the town is but 12°06 standard sperm candles, a which is 
only just equal to the requirements of the Act of Parliament, and that, as regard 
the —_ of the gas, it not equal the requirements of the Act, for the gas is 
excessively overcharged with ammonia. 

I remain, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
Hy. Lernesy. M.B., M.A., ; 
Professor of Chemistry in the College of the London Hospital, 
and Gas Analyst for the City of London. 
17, Sussex Place, Regent’s Park, Feb. 1, 1866. 





APPENDIX. . 
Table showing the Comparative Illuminating Power of the Uxbridge Gas when 
Tested at the Works and in the Town. 
In both cases the gas was burnt at the rate of 5 feet an hour from an Argand 
burner of 15 holes with a 7-inch chimney. 
Power at the Works. Power at Mr. Eves’s Office. 
Time. Power in Standard ‘Time. Power in Standard 





Sperm Candles. Sperm Candles. 
4'lip.m. . . « 38 2:15pm... 12°48 
520pm. . . . . 15°78 545p.m. . . 11°64 

Average. 15°58 Average. - « 12°06 


The experiments were all made in the same afternoon of Friday, Jan. 19, 1866. 

A local paper has since published the following letter in reply to Dr. 
Letheby’s report :— 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE “‘ UXBRIDGE TIMES.” 
London, 28, Poultry, E.C., March 6, 1866. 

Sir,— Will you kindly allow me space in your columns for a few remarks on a 
report upon the “‘ power and purity of the Uxbridge gas,” presented to the Local 
Board of Health by Dr. Letheby. fs Y 

On Friday, the 19th of February, I had occasion to pay a visit to Uxbridge upon 
busi not ted with gas, and at West Drayton I met Dr. Letheby, who 
said, ‘‘ I am onmy way to Uxbridge to test your gas.” I saw that he had his meter 
and shateanetelonl eppanctns with him, and was well aware that he would test the 
gas in the town before he went to the works, and I gave him ample time to do this, 
as I was engaged in the town before I went to the works. About three o’clock Dr. 
Letheby, accompanied by Mr. Eves, the surveyor to the local board, arrived at the 





gas-works, and I told the former gentleman that I had not seen any one connected | ' 


with the company, but that I understood that the secretary, or his representative, 
would attend at four o’clock, and that, though I had no objection to his testing the 

as at once, I could not, in the absence of the gas company’s officer, allow him to 

o so, but that.I would give him every facility for placing his apparatus in readiness 
for the time at which the notice would expire. By four o’clock he was ready to 
commence operations, and, the company’s officer being present, Dr. Letheby 
preceeded to test the illuminating power of the gas, which, as he says, he found 
equal to 15°38 candles. He then told me that he had previously tested the gas in 
the town, and 1 thereupon asked him if he had not found it equal to more than 12 
candles; his answer was that it was nearly 124 candles, and I knew this would be 
the case, as my orders are that the standard illuminating power of the gas shall 
never be less than 12 candles. He then tested the gas for ammonia, but as I know 
nothing of his test, and moreover attach no importance to it, I will let his state- 
ment, that the gas was excessively overcharged with it, pass unchallenged. When 
he had completed his sulphur test, and had placed the products of combustion in a 
phial to take with him for chemical analysis, it was time for him to leave, and he 
accordingly left the works at about six o’clock. Upon my arrival at the station at 
about seven o’clock I there met Dr. Letheby, and he informed me that he had : 
tested the gas in the town, and had found it only 11°64 candles, I at once drew his 
attention to the gas burning at the station and in the town, and showed him that it 
was certainly not less than 14-candle ~. This he neither could nor did deny, and I 
have no hesitation in saying that Dr. Letheby had not sufficient time from the period 
of his leaving the works—going to Mr. Eves’s office—to his arrival at the station, to 
make any satisfactory experiments. I make this assertion knowing the time he 
would expend in unpacking and fixing, and repacking his apparatus, and his meter 
being what is called a dry meter, he could not have cleaned or freed it from 
atmospheric air, and the admixture of this with the gas was the cause of his finding 
an illuminating power of only 11°68 candles. From four until eight o’clock there 
was never less than 14-candie gas in the town of Uxbridge on that day. 

I congratulate the local board upon having proved that, to use the words of Dr. 
Letheby upon his arrival, ‘‘ the exact illuminating power and purity of the gas sup- 
plied to the town” was equal to 12°48 standard sperm candles, whilst the gas company 
are only under contract to supply 12-candle gas; and he afterwards reports that it only 
contained 13*7 grains of sulphur in any shape, whereas the Act of Parliament shows 
20 grains in 100 cubic feet. I will here compare this result with those of his testings 
of the gases supplied by the several companies in the City of London, and thus show 
that the gas supplied to the consumers of Uxbridge has greatly the advantage in 
point of purity; and it must be r bered that the sulp Pp are the 
injurious products of the combustion of gas so justly complained of. 





City of London. Chartered. Great Central. Uxbridge. 
Grains of sulphur per 100 c. feet. 
Maximum. Maximum. aximum. 
25°1 28°4 30°3 13°7 


I will now allude and explain my reason for altering the quantity of the gas after 
Dr. Letheby had made his first experiments uporthe quality. I have for years endea- 
voured to induce the Legislature not to allow any notice to be given to gas companies 
of the intention to test their gas, and I have been opposed in this by Dr. Letheby, 
Mr, Hawksley, Mr. T. G. Barlow, and others, who have always asserted that, for 
the security of the gas companies, three, six, or even twelve hours notice should be 
given. Inthe Birmingham and Staffordshire Gas Bill, in 1864, 1 proved that gas 
companies could alter the quality of the gas in a very short time; and alth 
Mr. Hawksley endeavoured, in his usual scientific manner, to controvert this, 
committee determined that the corporation of Birmingham should have the power to 


test the gas when they please, without, giving previous notice. | 
. “. > * 
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assisting the gas consumers of the entire kingdom, I, having given him ample time 
to test t! 
offering at the same time to show him that the gas then in process of manufacture 
was passing into the three gasholders, and thence into the town; in fact the inlets 
and outlets of all the holders were open. 


if they had saved the money they have wasted in an experiment manifestedly hurried 
and unsatisfactory, and had given their attention to an improvement in the public 


in the 
to the 


certain, at the largest salary ever paid to a gas engineer. 


the Brisbane Gas Company formally inaugurated the opening of their works 











Finding Dr. Letheby upon works over which IL had control, and with the view of 
gas in the town, at once brought its quality from 12°48 candles to 15°38, 


I trust this practical proof to Dr. Letheby 
consumers to test the gas 
he exciseman does not give 

bl dity, 


will have in all future gas Acts the effects of allowin 
when and where they please without giving notice. 
persons notice of his intention to test pepper or any other e 
neither ehould those interested in securing a supply of good and cheap gas. 
A few nights since I wished to prove to a barrister, interested in this question, that 
the quality of the gas could be altered in a few minutes, and with him I visited the 
Uxbridge Gas-Works on the evening of the 27th ultimo. I; there found the gas 
equal to 12°50 candles, and by charging only one retort with cannel coal raised the 
| pcos of the gas nearly 2 candles in less than 15 minutes. So far as I am concerned 
require no notice of the intention to test the gas supplied to the Uxbridge and 
Hillingdon Gas Consumers Company; but the company’s Act makes it compulsory 
upon the board to give it. I was not consulted on the preparation of the Act, and 
the local board should have prevented the insertion of the notice clause. 
The local board are by no means liberal in their supply of gas to the town lights, 
as they use only 3 ft. per hour in the public lamps; and it occurs to me, as one of 
the ratepayers, that they might have done better for the gas consumers of Uxbridge 





lighting of the town. Tom A. HepLey. 





CrysTaAL Patace District Gas Company.—Mr. E. 8. Cathels, of Shrews- 
bury, bas been a engineer of the Crystal Palace District Gas- Works, 

lace of Mr. F. Leslie, who has accepted the appointment of engineer 
ty of Moscow Gas Company, under an engagement for five years 
InTRopuctTion oF Gas LIGHTING INTO QUEENSLAND.—The directors of 


on the 29th of November last. r. Fleming, the engineer, charged the 
retorts himself, and the quality of the gas produced gave much satisfaction, 








the illuminating power being 18 

from Newcastle, New South Wales, 
procured in Queensland for general 
were Messre, Hanna, Donald, and 


— candles. The coal employed was 
ut it was intended to make use of coal | 
- oses. The contractors for the works | 

ilson, of Paisley, and Mr. C. Wileon, | 


a brother of one of the contractors, was present at the dinner given to cele- |! 


brate the opening. The engineer expressed his entire satisfaction with the 
manner in which the works had been constructed. | 

CoMPOSITION AND QUALITY OF THE METROPOLITAN WATERS In | 
Marcu, 1866.—The following are the returns of the Metropolitan Associa- | 
tion of Medical Officers of Health :— | 











[April 3, 1866, || 











Tot. solid Loss b Oxidizable Hardness. | 
Names of Water Companies. | Matter |; eition® Organic *}——. ———— | 
per gal. 5 Matter.+ | Before | After 
| Boiling. | Boiling. 
Thames Water Companies. | Grains. | Grains. | Grains. | Degrees.| Degrees. 
Grand Junction . . .. . Not | received. 
West Middlesex . . . . .| 20°25 0°86 0°48 13°6 3°5 
Southwark and Vauxhall , .| 20°72 1°01 0°49 141 4°0 
Chelsea... . oe & BS 0°94 0°41 12°8 4°0 
TA. wg co 0 oe eo «| OO 1°01 0°56 13°7 31 
Other Companies. 
SS eee ov  «t Ss 111 0°05 18°6 7°0 
Mew River. . . « 0 « of 21° 1°29 0°24 15°8 4°0 
East London . .. on ae 1°14 0°41 16°5 4°5 








* The loss by ignition represents a variety of volatile matters, as well as organic 
matter, as ammoniacal salts, moisture, and the volatile constituents of nitrates and || 
nitrites. | 

+ The oxidizable organic matter is determined by a standard solution of perman- || 
ganate of potash—the available oxygen of which is to the organic matter as 1 is |} 
to 8; and the results are controlled by the examination of the colour of the water || 
when seen through a glass tube two feet in length and two inches in diameter. 











Share List of Metropolitan Gas Companies. 





















































































































































































































log Amount Div. g Amount] Div. g Amount} ’ 
No. 5s Nameg paid per Price No. | Name paid | per Price No, gs Name paid per Price 
of | 2% or up Cent. per of 125 or up | Cent. per of | 2m or up Cent per | 
Shares) ¢ » Comranr. oe per Share. [Sharesj & » Company. per | per Share. [Shares] 2» Companr. per per Share. || 
issued, | 23 Share. Annum ssued.| 4 &, Share. | Annum. issued.| < 2, Share. |Annum. | 
Lae: Lorene —————————— || 
| | | 
£ &£ sdi& sdj £ 8 & £ sai sd £ sad & |e sat sd) £ sda || 
5000} 10 Anglo-Romano , -|10 00/9 0 0) 11 to13 § 4000) 50 Equitable . . . .|50 00/10 00, 74to75 § 12000) 5 |Malta & Medit.(L.), 5 0 0; 2100 | 
5000} 20 |Bahia(Limited). .|20 00) 3 00/14 00] 4000) 25) Do.,newsbares.|25 00/10 0 0) 37 to374{ 30000} 5 |Oriental, Calcutta) 5 0 0! 8 0 0| 5} to 5} ‘| 
1000} 20} Do., preference ./20 © 0/10 0 0) 27 10 0 | 23406] 10 |European(Lim.) ./10 0 0/10 0 0/124 to 123] 30000} 5 | Do.,new shares} 0100'8 00, gtog | 
750} 20 Do., do., redeem. 10 00/10 0 0) 12 10 0 § 12000) 10 0., new shares,| 5 0 0110 00 6} to6j {| 10000} 5 {Ottoman (Limited); 5 0 ol | 3sto4 
30000} 5 |Bombay(Limited)./ 5 0 0/£5intr.) 43 to 54 (Boulogne, Amiens,| \ 10000} 10 |Para (Limited) . .|10 0 0/£6intr.| 9] to94 |. 
10000} 5 0., third issue .| 3 0 O/£5intr.) 27 to 34 ouen, _Caen,| | 27000] 20 |Phaniz . + [20 00/10 0 0) 29 to 30 | 
10000} 20 |British, Limited ./20 0 0/10. 0 0/292 to294 Havre,& Nantes.) | 3600}100 | Do.,new. .. ./15 00/7106) 15 60 || 
Cae n nd 20000} 10 |Great Central Gas | 144000] Sk.| Do.{capit.profits)! 5 06} 80 C0 |} 
Tunstall & Shelter} Consumers. . .|10 0 0/10 0 0/13to134} 5000] 20 |Ratchf’ .. . . .'20 0010 00) 29to3i 
{Potteries}, Trow- 5000} 10 |Hong Kong (Lim.)|10 0 0 | 9toll 20 |Rio de Janeiro (L). 20 0 0/10 0 0/20) to 21} | 
bridge,&Holy well.) 26000} 50 |Imperial, old sh./50 0 0/10 0 0,725 1074} 4138] 5 |Singapore(Lim.) .| 5 0 0} 
1300}100 | Do., bonds . . .| £100 |10 0 0)197to 198} 2000} 5) Do., preference 15 067100 
12000} 50 |Chartered , . . ./50 00/10 0 0/63 to 6344 7000) 25 }Imperial Austrian.|10 0 0 | Shanghai, ... a 
6000} 50 Do. ..... (8 0010 00 424 to 423] 28000) 50 |Imp/. Continental|43 15 0/16 0 0) 97 to 98 4000) 50 |Sth. Metropolitan {50 00:10 00) 80toS1 |; 
10000} 20 |C.of London, Ash./20 0 0/10 0 0) 2742028 (Amsterdam, Berlin, | 15000} 10 |Surrey Consumers|10 0 0)10 0 614} to 14} |! 
10000} 10 | Do., Bshares}10 00) 4 00) 7 to73 Ghent, | Hanover,| 10000} 10} Do.new... .| 4 00110 00) 63to7 || 
8000} 10 | Do.,new shares.}10 0 0/10 0 0| 133 tol4 Lille, Rotterdam,| 9000) 50 |United General. .'50 0 0] 4 12 0} 30 to 31 || 
35000] 25 |City of Moscow(L)| 7 10 0/£7 intr.| 34 to 44 Aix - la - Chapelle, (Dublin&Limerick)| | | 
Colonial & Genera fae, OColomne’| 1000C| 10 | Victoria Docks. . 
17490} 25 |Commercial . . .|25 00}10 0 0) 36 to37 Frankfort-on ys 3006] 10 | Wandsworth & | | 
5000} 20 |ContinentalG.&W.| 6 00/6 00 Haarlem, Stolberg,| Putney. . . . .|10 00) 7 10 0) 13} to4 |} 
2500} 20 |Continental Union./20 0 0} 8 0 0| 18 to19 Toulouse, & Vienna| 20000; 10 | Western (Limited}| | | 
17600; 20 | Do. ...:..... 10 00) 8 00) 9}to 9 | 3000) 40 [Independent . . -/40 00/10 0 0) 60 to65 | A shares./10 9 0)10 0 0/154 tol5z]; 
5827| 5 |County & Gen.{L)| 5 00 30001 10] Do. ..... ./10 00/5 00} Sto9 | 10000110} Do., Bshares.| 5 00|10 00] 8$to9 || 
2000} 5} Do., preference.) 5 0 0|6 00 3000} 20 es oe ee -|10 0 0! 7 10 0} 11 to13 | 10000) 10 Do., Cshares.| 3 0 O10 0 0] 55to6 || 
Ce ee 6886] 50 |London ..... 50 0 010 0 0)71to714} 20000) 10 | Do.,_ Dshares.) 1 0 0) 1gto2 || 
Northfleet, Wal. 5519] 25} Do., Ist pref. ./25 00) 6 00/29to29}) 8000) 5|West Ham... | 5 007100 6100 |} 
ton, & Ware.) 568} 50 Do., 2nd pref. .60 00/6 00 6000} 5 Do.,newshares.! 3 @ 0/7100) 3180 
5000} 10 |Crystal Pal. Dist.}10 0 0/10 0 0/154 to 15: 219} 50} Do., 3rd pref. .|50 00/6 00 551} 10 |} WestLondon Junc-! 
6000; 10] Do. ...... 1 00/7 O00} 1 7 6 fi878l¢ Do., Ist pref.sk 6°00) tion (Lim.). .110 00)6 00 } 
10000} 10} Do., preference (10 00] 6 0 0/12} to13 [118287 Do., 2nd pref. sk 5 00) 520} 10 | Do., preference ./10 00; 6 00 | 
| 
Price Current. | 
—— i 
CASTINGS.—Per Ton. GAS COALS.—Per Ton. FREIGHTS. | 
i Y, wae | 
Average Weight of Cast-iron Gas-pipes, per Yard. Newcastle.—Unscreened :— ch a ne ln a a 
Tm - - - ~ ~ swells Cork ..ccccccce evesceess «0088. 6d. to 9 | 
ij in. | 2 in, 12) in. | 8 in| din, | Sin, | Gin, | 7in, | 8 in, | 9 in. [10 in. | 19 in, | Pymbores Hast Coste: oitieswarth Sean Maen cok tanmane.. @ o | 
it Bt ae we we 89 | 107 | 126 | 149 | 177 | 208 1b Primrose, and South Pelaw ..... 68.64. ah aeoer on vevncsescuss Lab . : | 
xeter Quay .... 8. Cd, | 
Yorkshire Felling, North Pelton, Redheugh Ipswich - 6 31) 
ire. i ker’s Primrose, West London (from L - 8 OF; 
Retail Prices Ninhe Ms 10 percent. | 7 onan. Glasgow. |Newcastle} Wales. —* Wenn, Pat i Primrose... 6 9 | London (Pool)',...... - 5 : i 
Staffordshire. Lowestoft and Yarm 4 ; }} 
Craghead, Charlaw, Derwent, Ed- 7 eee 6d. to 7 a 
£. 5. d.|£ &, ad.) £6. d.| £. 3d.) £. 8. a. mondsley, Eighton Moor, Hartle- — Pte enter eee eeeeeeeeenenes ee 
Pig Iron, No. 1,G.M.B... 4150/3 17 0/3 10/3 15 0 400 pool Pelaw, Holmside, Lambton’s eae AM. corcececccccereeverorecces 6 0 1} 
14 and 2-inch Socket-pipes 7 10 0/6 0 0/6 15 0/6 15 0 7 10 0 Gas, Medomsley, Mickley, New Vhitstable...isssecesrveeeeseecceees oe) 
3] and 3-inch ditto ... H is ° 6 2 0 6 3 0 6 10 0 > 2 0 Pelaw, New Pelton, Pelaw’ Main, Weymouth ........+- Occcgocoeccooes 7 \ 
and 0-inc O +00 00 6 10 0 worth, South Moor Pelton, ® ; 
6 inches and upwards di 6 6 01/5 0 0/5 lO O}5 15 0 6 56 0 ja ag esa dig Townley Main, Foreign.—Per Keel :— H 
Retorts, Ist fusion, hot blast . 6 00 _ 6 5 0/5 10 0] 6 OO | Tyne Main, West Pelaw, Wear- Barcelona..... eoveesecscoveses £22 to 22 10 || 
Ditto, 2nd ditto, cold ditto.......-.|7 00/5 165 0/5 15 O|¢€ 00 , oF { mouth Hutton,and Witton....... 7 0 
Tank-plates, § thick and above.....| 6 10 0| 5 10 0/5 10 01/5 15 O| 6 5 0 
Peareth, Ravensworth Pelaw, Wal- 
dridge, West Garesfield, and West 
Pelton. .+s+-.+ees eocccccecs ccocce 7 8 
WROUGHT-IRON TUBING, 
Subject to 50 per cent. Discount. eee ee ae, _ | 
ae eee Se peth, Washington Hutton, and } 
West Leverson ..eeseeseeres ecoee 7 EC 
2in, | Ijin. | 1} in. lin. Zin. jin. 
i Iecseosee 17 0 7 
Patent Welded Tubes, from 2 to 12feet—| 4. d. ls. lea leeleete ;. rere 7 Venice .. | 
POT F008 oo cccceccrcccccccccccccccccs 0 Scotch Cannel :— 
di from 6 i — 
a eo.) 60.189 12.5 1.4.6 1.08 Boghead (at Leith) 80 0 SUNDRIES. 
Connecting-pieces, or Long Screws......| 3 6 23 20 16 e. ol | Kirkness, best... 23 0 ant manag eg x 1000, £2.10s.to £2 15 0 
Bends,Springs,and Elbows(wroughtiron)} 3 9 | 23 | 19j]10/]010/] 08 Capeldrae, Ist qual 20 0 | Cliff’s Fire-bks. (at Wortley), p. 1000. 2 15 0 
Tees, wrought or cast eee iseiss 12s 11 | 016 Ditto, 2nd ditto .. 12 6 | Ingham’s ditto (at Wortley),p. 1000.. 2 15 6]; 
Crosses, dit ecisereecis¢:i¢it 3's Lesmahago (at G1 29 0 | Fire-clay Retorts, p. ft. run, 5s.6d.to 0 70 
/176)}/96;/76/46]/8 8] 2 6 Ditto (at Granton).. 30 © | Tough Cake Copper, p. ton.. -91 00 
2e0l1ol]t0}/70)}66)46 Arniston....ceses 27 6 | English Pig Lead, p. ton .. 21 00 
Wemyss... seseeesee 20 0 | Welsh Bar Iron (in London), -- 7100 
13 09 08 06 06 o4 Haywood, Wilsontown(atGranton). 18 0 Foreign Spelter, p. ton ...- +. 2% 50 
-| 10 08 07 065 04 03 PIrnle .cccccccccecccocesscsoccccves 14 @ English Block Tin, p. ton... .- 91 00 
10 }14 0/13 6 | 18 0 |} 12 0 - Lothian’s Cannel (at Leith)........ 25 © | Banca, p.ton...... encceeoee +. 86100 
Myles’ Cannel ....-.secsssceseeeeee 21 0 | Tarred Rope Yarn, p.cwt...e.-+e++ 1 00 
‘ 
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GEORGE GLOVER & COS 


IMPROVED DRY GAS-METERS, 
STANDARD GASHOLDERS, AND TESTING APPARATUS. 


has proved the superiority of their Improved Dry 
general use than any Meter hitherto manufac- 
) spector of Gas-Meters for the City of Man- 

he tested 5707 new Dry Gas-Me‘ers, and only 
Co.’s Improved Dry Gas-Meters stand highest 
extract :— 











Extensive experience, in this country and abroad, 
Gas-Meters, which have come more rapidly into 
tured.—The printed Report of the official In- 
chester, for the year ending 1863, shows that 
5 new Wet Meters; and that George Glover and ‘ 
in point of accuracy, as shown in the following 





“ George Glover and Co., per centage of error on the number tested, 2°116. 


Thomas Glover en me i 2°812. 
Croll, Rait, and Co. - o i 5°540. 
Thomas Fletcher - - - 15°121. 
Joseph Boulton o 0 - 25°000.” 





Ranelagh Works, Ranelagh Road (ear Pimlico Pier), London, 8.W.; and 
15, Market Street, Manchester. 





GAS-METER COMPANY, LIMITED. 


(LATE CROLL, RAIT, & CO.,) 


Beg to intimate that the printed report of the official inspector of Gas-Meters for the City of Manchester for the year ending 


1864 shows the following comparison :— 
NEW METERS TESTED. 


Of the Gas-Meter Company, Limited. . Dry . . 1116 
Wet* . . 1292 

Total. . . « - « « « ——= 2408 

Of George GloverandCo. . . . . Dry .. . 383 





* The Unvarying Water-Line Gas-Meter, in regard to which the following extract from said report refers :—‘‘ The visiting justices will 
perceive, from a comparison of the tables now appended with those of last year (viz., 1863), that there has been a large increase in the number 
of new wet meters tested, owing to the Gas Committee having substituted the wet for the dry in the case of hired meters.” 





_Extract from printed report of the said official inspector for the year ending 1862, shows the following comparison :— 


Croll, Rait, and Co., per centage of error on the number tested. . 8671 














George Glover and Co. ob “ > > I 





Established 


JOSEPH CLIFF & SON, 


THE ORIGINAL 


WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
Near LEEDS, 


MANUFACTURERS OF ALL DESCRIPTIONS OF 


FIRE GOODS, and SALT-GLAZED DRAIN-PIPES, 
Lonpon AGENT: 


MARCUS BOURNE NEWTON, 
Wharf No. 4, inside Great Northern Goods Station, King’s Cross 
Where is always kept a Stock of Retorts, Fire-Bricks, Terra Cotta Ware, and 








Drain- Pipes. 
WOLVERHAMPTON RETORT WORKS. ATHELS’S Patent Four-Way Disc 
ESTABLISHED 1840. or other apparatus’ tare from ONE-EALY to Swo! 


JOHN EUNSON AND SON, Tucy re ciple, siveng, end’ Ourables and having ns 


ound faces or rubbing surfaces, cannot get set fast 


GAS ENGINEERS, AND MANUFACTURERS OF CLAY RETORTS, owever long they may remain unmoved. The direc- 
AND FIRE GOODS IN GENERAL, a in which the Gas is passing can also be seen ata 
glance. 


WOLVERHAMPTON. cattee of ten Coreen enn ee 
BURY, or to the Manufacturers, Messrs. Guest and 














Retort Mouthpieces, Bolts, Nuts, and every description of Wrought-Iron Work. CuRIMES, ROTHERHAM. 

















=_—- 
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GAS ENTERPRISE IN SOUTH AMERICA. 


CEARA GAS COMPANY, LIMITED. 














The great benefit which has been found to result from the intreduction of Gas into several of the seaport towns of Brazil and 
the river Plate, and the very profitable results obtained, has induced the undermentioned gentlemen to form themselves into an 
Association under the Limited Liability Companies Act of 1862, for the purpose of purchasing and carrying out, under one general 
management, several concessions which are now being negotiated. 


ALEXANDER ANGUS CROLL, Esq., Southwood, Highgate, N. 

LORD ALFRED CHURCHILL, 16, Rutland Gate, W. 

Dr. FRASER, Avenue Road, Regent’s Park, N.W. 

Tur Hon. R. HARBORD, 3, Hyde Park Gate South, W. 

EDWARD W. H. SCHENLEY, Esq., 14, Prince’s Gate, S.W. 

GEORGE VIRTUE, Esq., Oatlands, Surrey. 

AGRA & MASTERMAN’S BANK, 35, Nicholas Lane, E.C., Bankers. 
Messrs. LAW & BLOUNT, 15, Essex Street, Strand, W.C., Engineers. 

THOMAS RICH BRANDT, Esq., Secretary. 





Temporary Offices—10, COLEMAN STREET, CITY, EC. 


Ir is proposed to commence operations by lighting the town of Ceara, the concession for which has been purchased upon very 
favourable terms. 

This city having a population of 30,000 inhabitants, is a seaport, and the capital of the province of the same name, in the 
northern part of Brazil. 

Its chief exports are cotton, sugar, coffee, and hides ; and its trade and commercial importance are so rapidly increasing, 
that the value of the imports has more than doubled during the last five years, whilst that of the exports has increased nearly 
fourfold in the same period. This rapid and material progress may be principally attributed to the fact that Ceara is one of the 
most densely populated districts of Brazil ; and the proportion of the slave to the free population is only 1 in 15, being smaller 
than in any other province. 


The contract entered into with the:Government for the lighting of Ceara is for fifty-nine years. 

The minimum number of public lamps, as fixed by the concession, is 500, but has been enlarged by the) 
President to 694; and by the advices of last month it appears that a further increase will be necessary, 
owing to the rapid progress the town,is making. The amount to be paid by the Government and 
private consumers will be about £1 per 1000 cubic. feet. 

The payments from the Government are to be made monthly, and in accordance with the actual standard 
value of gold, so that the receipts will in no way be affected by the fluctuations in the rate of exchange. 

The company will be exempt from the payment of all provincial and general taxes and imposts, including 
the import duties upon the apparatus and materials imported. 

The Government will cede to the company, free of charge, a suitable piece of land for the site of the works, 
upon the seashore, within the precincts of the harbour. é 

The company is to have the preference in contracts for lighting the other cities and towns in the province, 
as well as in the renewal of the present contract when the term of fifty-nine years shall have expired. 


| The working of similar undertakings in Brazil has shown the necessity of confining the first outlay to the cost of such 
iworks only as are absolutely essential, and extending them as the demand may require. These works have therefore been 
' designed strictly upon this principle, so as to combine economy in first cost with facility of extension as future wants may render 
|it necessary. The average distance between the street-lamps being only fifteen yards, the cost of the main-laying will be much 
less than usual, and from the same cause the daily expense of lighting and extinguishing the lamps will be also much reduced. 
The estimated outlay required for the construction of the works, the purchase of the concession, together with engineering 
_and preliminary expenses, and including working capital, is £26,000. 

The Para Gas Company are now lighting the city of Para, also in the north of Brazil. The population of this city is about 
35,000, and the number of street-lamps is 775 ; it is an undertaking, therefore, very similar to that of Ceara. Assuming as 
the working account of Ceara the actual expenditure of the Para Company in wages and other working expenses, and estimating 
on a private gas-rental similar to that attained at Para during the first year of lighting, there will be a net profit, as shown 
below, of 183 per cent. on the capital proposed to be expended. 








Dr. WORKING ACCOUNT. Cr. 
( To Coalscarbonized . ..... £2,300 0 0 By 694 public lamps, and consumption in 
Wages, salaries, and all other disburse- Government establishment. . . . £6,302 0 0 


a oe 2,900 0 0 
nded by the Para Gas Company, Meter-rental, fittings, and sale of pro- ; 

in year ending September 30, 1865 . 8,484 4 56 ie « + # epee «, A ee 
Mey eo oe «oe 4,817 15 7 


| 
ments in England and Brazil, as ex- | Private consumption . 
ducts . 











—_——_- 


£10,602 0 0 £10,602 0 0 


The capital for the Ceara works having been already subscribed, the company has been formed under the title of the Ceara 
Gas Company, Limited ; farther subscriptions will be received for the purpose of carrying out other concessions—which, how- 
ever, will be submitted to the shareholders before being undertaken. Should no other works be gone into, the additional 
shares will be issued, and the amount to be called up reduced in proportion. 

The capital of the company is £30,000. The amount of each share will be £10, and the payment on allotment £2 per 
share, no deposit being required upon application. 

Prospectuses, with forms of application, can be had of the Secretary, at the Temporary Office of the Company, 10, Coleman 
Street, City, E.C. 
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TO GAS COMPANIES. ' 
ANTED, by a Manager, who has 
had 20 —— experience in a provincial gas- 
work, an APPOINT MENT, within six months, in the 
suburbs of alargetown, The present average makings‘ 
are about 12 million cubic feet. ' 

Address, L. L., 15, Clifton Road, Hackney Downs’ 
Park Road, Lonpon, N.E, 





TO GAS COMPANIES, ENGINEERS, AND 
CONTRACTORS, 


WA4Nten, by a young Man, a 
__ situation as FOREMAN. Well understands: 
the building of gas-works, main-laying, station, gas-, 
holder, smith work; and well understands the making 
of gas. First-rate character given. : 


Address, J. Brown, 3, Victoria Road, HackEy WICK 


ANTED, a good Draughtsman 
who has had experience in plans, Xc., relating 
|to gas apparatus. 

| Apply, stating terms, to A. B., care of Mr. King, 
|11, Bolt Court, FLeet Street, E.C, 


wr TED, a Working Manager, 
| thoroughly competent to superintend the 
jmanufacture of Gas, laying mains, services, taking! 
jmeters, &c., for a small Gas-Work to produce 5 or 6 
nillions per annum. 
|_ Apply, statinglqualifications, wages required, &c., to 
| LEVICK AND SImPsown, Blaina Iron-Works, near New- 
|port, MONMOUTHSHIRE. 

















INTERIOR FITTER. 
‘WANTED, an active and steady 


WORKMAN, He must be able to give ‘good 
reference. Preference will be given to one who under-' 
| stands service-laying, &c. 
| Apply, stating wages required, to STEARS BROTHERS 
;and Co., Gas Engineers and Contractors, HULL. 





WORKING FOREMAN. 


wn TED, an experienced Man 
|v who understands the erection of gas-works, 
/main and service laying. A good hand, who can give 
| satisfactory reference, can have permanent employment. 
| Apply (stating wages required, age, and name of last ' 
jemployer) to STEaRS BrorHers and Co., Gas Engi-' 
|neers and Contractors, HULL. 


TO GAS COMPANIES. 
"P.HE Advertiser is open to an, 


engagement as MANAGER of Gas-Works.| 
| Has had 11 years experience in the manufacture and’ 
| distribution of gas. Understands retort-setting, main! 
jand service laying, and gasfitting. Good references. 

|_ Address, X. Y. Z., care of Mr. King, 11, Bolt Court, | 
| FLEET STREET, E.C. ; 





FALMOUTH GAS, COAL, AND COKE 
COMPANY, LIMITED. 


‘GAs Manager Wanted by the above 


Company. He must be competent to undertake 
|the entire charge of the works, and have a practical 
| knowledge of the manufacture of gas and its distribu- 
| tion, &c. 
| Apply by letter (stating age, qualifications, and 
|salary required) to W. WaRN, Secretary. 

Dated Falmouth, March 31, 1866. 


TO CONTRACTORS AND OTHERS. 


| 
\.HE Directors of the Banbury Gas 
Company are prepared to receive TENDERS 

for a BRICK TANK and GASHOLDER, 71 ft. by 
20 ft. and 70 ft. by 20 ft., to be erected on their Works 
at Banbury. 
|__Plans and specifications may be seen at the Gas- 
| Works at Banbury, or at the Office of the Company’s 
|Engineer, Mr. Alfred Penny, Wenlock Iron-Works, 
| City Road, London. 

Tenders to be sent to Mr. Cooper, Secretary to the 
Company, on or before April 7. 


AS-WORKS on Sale. Holder, 26 ft. 
in diameter, 12 ft. deep; retorts, purifiers, con- 
densers, &c., all complete and in good working order. 
Apply to Mr. Wippor, Cleckheaton Iron-Works, 
Cleckheaton, YORKSHIRE. 














GeAaRA GAS COMPANY, 
LIMITED. 


The Directors are prepared to receive TENDERS 
for the following Articles :— 

1. About 12,000 yards of cast-iron Gas-Mains. 

2. About 700 Street-Lamps, with columns, services, 

&c., complete. 

3. Cast-iron Retorts, Hydraulic Main, Condenser 
Scrubber, Purifiers, Gasholder and Tank, with 
change-boxes and connexions, 

4. Fire-Clay, Fire-Bricks, Lumps, &c. 

5. Galvanized corrugated Roofs for buildings. 

Sealed tenders, endorsed respectively for ‘‘ Mains,” 
“Lamps,” “Gas Apparatus,” “ Fire-Bricks,” and 
** Roofs,” to be delivered at the Offices of the Company, 
10, Coleman Street, City, E.C., on or before the 21st of 
April. 

The drawings, specifications, and forms of tender 
can be inspected at the Offices of Messrs. Law and 
Blount, 15, Essex Street, Strand, W.C., after the 7th 
of April. 

The Directors do not bind themselves to accept the 
lowest or any tender. 


Oity OF MOSCOW GAS COMPANY, 
LIMITED. 


NOTICE is hereby given that the Directors have 
made a CALL of £5 Share upon the Shareholders 
in this Company, and that the said Call is payable at 
the Agra and Masterman’s Bank, Limited, 35, Nicholas 
Lane, London, E.C., on or before WEDNESDAY, the 
18th of April next. Interest at the rate of 10 per cent. 
per annum will be charged upon all Calls not paid on 
that date; and Notice is hereby further given that the 
Books for the Transfer of Shares in this Company will 
be closed from Monday the 2nd, to Saturday the 14th, of 
April next, both days inclusive, for the = paration and 
issue of Warrants for the payment of interest on the 
Shares for the half year ending the 15th of April next, 

By order of the Board, 
H. C. Wiss, Secretary. 

26, Great St. Helen’s, March 23, 1866. 


ITY OF MOSCOW GAS COMPANY, 
LIMITED. 


NOTICE is hereby given that the FIRST ORDI- 
NARY GENERAL MEETING of SHAREHOLDERS 
of this Company will be held at the London Tavern, 
Bishopsgate Street, in the City of London, on WED- 
NESDAY, the llth day of April next, at Twelve 
o’clock at noon, to receive the Report of the Directors, 
the Statement of Accounts, elect Auditors, and for 
general business. 








By order of the Board, 
H.C. Wiss, Secretary. 


26, Great St. Helen’s, March 23, 1866. 





COAL-TAR PITCH. 
HE Directors of the Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne and Gatesh Gas pany invite 
TENDERS for the purchase of the PITCH that may 
be produced at their Gas-Works, Low Elswick, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, for one year from the lst of May next. 
Tenders to be ee to the Chairman, and for- 
warded to the Office of the Company not later than 
Tuesday, the 10th of April next. 
The Directors reserve to themselves the power to 
reject any tender. By order, 
Wn. Harpiz, Secretary. 
Gaz Offices, Neville Street, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
March 28, 1866. 


HE Directors of the Great Central 
Gas Company are prepared to receive TENDERS 
for the AMMONIACAL LIQUOR manufactured at 
their Works for the year ending the Ist of May, 1867. 
Particulars as to quantity and delivery may be ob- 
tained on application to the Manager, at the Works, 
Bow Common Lane. 
Tenders to be sent in before twelve o’clock, on 
Thursday, the 5th of April next. 
28, Coleman Street, E.C., 
March 26, 1866. 











TO GAS ENGINEERS AND OTHERS. 


STIMATES WANTED 
for construction of Gas-Works for the town of 
HARRINGTON, CUMBERLAND. 
For particulars, apply to D. B. Resp, Secretary, 
Harrington Gaslight Company, Limited, Harrington, 
CUMBERLAND. 





For SALE, a Set of 4 Purifiers, 
consisting of 4 boxes, 5 ft. square (inside) and 
2 ft. 8in. deep; 5-in. connexions; there is a set of 
wrought-iron grates to each box, and wrought-iron 
covers. Also a Centre Valve. They are in good con- 
dition, and may be removed at little cost. 

Also 1 Purifier, 6 ft. 2 in. square and 2 ft. 9 in. deep; 
7-in. connexionz, wrought-iron cover. This purifier 
is nearly new; and further particulars may be known 
on application to Joun Moir, Manager, Gas-Works, 
SHOTLEY BRIDGE. 


T° BE SOLD, a Set of 4 Cast-Iron 

DRY-LIME PURIFIERS, each 7 ft. 3in. by 
6 ft. 3 in., and 3 ft. 9 in. — complete hydraulic 
centre valve, and revolving lifting-crane for the covers. 
Three tiers of cast perforated shelves in each, and 
8-in. connexions. 

The above purifiers are in good condition, and sold 
in consequence of larger having been substituted. 

The Company have also for sale at a low price, in 
very good condition, a 3-horse TABLE STEAM- 
ENGINE. 

The whole may be inspected and particulars known 
on application to Mr. GiFrorD, Gas Company’s Office, 
CAMBRIDGE. 

Feb. 19, 1866. 








PRESERVATION OF GASHOLDERS. 
ILICATE OF IRON POWDER, 


boiled with GAS TAR to a thickness which will 
allowit to be put on with a brush warm, will effectually 
preserve Iron and Wood Work. 
Price of the Silicate of Iron Powder, 8s. per cwt., 
delivered at railway-station in London. 
Address, A. WARNER, 17, Laurence Pountney Lane, 
Lonpon, E.C. 





ALFRED PENNY, Gas and 
CONSULTING ENGINEER, 
WENLocK IRon Works, 
21 & 22, WHARF ROAD, CITY ROAD, LONDON. 


Mr. Penny having had a large experience in tht 
construction, alteration, and m ment of Gas- 
Works, begs to inform the Directors of Gas Companies 
that he may be consulted on all matters appertaining 
thereto. He also manufactures Gasholders, Purifiers, 
and all the various apparatus used in Gas-Works, and 
keeps in stock Retorts and Mouthpieces, Socket-Pipes, 
Bends, Branches, T-pieces, &c. &c. 

Plans, Specifications, and Estimates prepared. 


OBERT MACLAREN and CO,, 
EGLINTON FOUNDRY, GLASGOW, 
Manufacturers of all sizes of Cast-Iron Main Pipes, by 
animproved Patent. General [ronfounders, Gas En- 

gineers, and Wrought-lron Tube Makers. 








TO INVENTORS AND PATENTEES. 


R. W. H. BENNETT, having had 


considerable experience in matters connected 
with Gas, Water, and Sanitary Improvement, begs to 
say that he continues to assist Inventors in the perfec- 
tion of their designs, and to obtain for them PROVI- 
SIONAL PROTECTION, whereby their invention ma‘ 
be secured for Six Months; or LETTERS PATENT, 
which are granted for Fourteen Years. 

Patents completed, or proceeded with at any stage, 
thereby rendering it unnecessary for persons resident 
in the country to visit London. 

Patents procured for Foreign Countries, 

Information as to cost, &c., supplied gratuitously 
upon application to the advertiser, 42, Parliament 
Street, WESTMINSTER. [Office of the JouURNAL OF 
Gas LiIcHTING, &c.] 


EDMUND SMITH, 
GRASBROOK, HAMBURG, 


would respectfully call the attention of engineers 
and managers of gas-works to his Newly Improved 
GAS-METER, patented 1862 in England, and the 
principal parts of the Continent. 

Price-lists and tenders for gas-meters, experimental 
station-meters, experimental holders, governors, puri- 





fiers, gasholders, pressure-gauges, gas and water fit- f 


tings, &c., are forwarded on application. 








one-third cheaper. 
the best Paint known for their purposes. 


PATENT ANTIMONY PAINT. 


MADE ONLY BY 


GEORGE HALLETT & CO., 


ROTHERHITHE, LONDON, 





le for all purposes in whi 











with White Lead at 28s. per cwt. 





This Paint having been in general use over four years (especially in some of the principal Gas-Works), and proved itself the best light-coloured Paint 
produced for resisting the influence of vitiated atmospheres, it is important that its qualities should be more widely known. 

It is not discoloured like white lead in a sulphuretted atmosphere, nor washed off like wh 
less expansion of gas in holders painted with it than with dark colours, 


ite zinc ; and its light colour reflecting heat, produces much 
; besides rendering them much more sightly. Its specific gravity is so much below 
white lead that the same weight will cover one-third more surface, while it is equal in body; and its price being about the same (28s. per cwt.), it is actually 
per. From experience, its manufacture is greatly improved, and it is quite suitab i 
Reference is kindly permitted by the Engineers of the City of London, Commercial, London, and Surrey Consumers Gas Companies, who pronounce it 


ich white lead is employed. 


N.B.—Antimony Paint, COVERING SO MUCH MORE WORK, costs under 20s. per cwt., as compared 
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WALKERS ye GAS-VALVES. HYDRATED OXIDE of IRON 








constantly on Sale. Apply to 


MARTYN DENNIS AND CO, 
LIVERPOOL. 











TOWN MAIN 
PRESSURE GAUGE « 


GAS WORKS @ \ 
PRESSUREGAU 





EONI’S Patent Adamas 
GAS-BURNERS are entirely free 

from liability to Corrosion, Injury from 
Heat, or danger of Fraction, and are un- 
alterable in the dimensions of their Aper- 
tures. Uniformity in the consumptionof 
gas is obtained by the process of manutac- 
ture, which insures that 
the burners shall be pre- 
cisely similar in pattern, 


Net Cash Price, 8s. per gross. 


Patertee and Sole Manufacturer, S. LEon1, 34, St. 
Paul Street, New North Road, Lonpon, N 


THOMAS LAMBERT & SON, 


SHORT STREET, LAMBETH, LONDON. 

























CARTER’S SAFETY GAS-VALVES, 
Made to suit every Description of Fittings. 
Section of Valve open, 





JuBE FROM CAS 4 TUBE FROM OUTLET 
WORKS SIDE VALVE MAIN TO TOWN TO 
TO PRESSURE THE PRESSURE 
GAUGE ABOVE, GAUCE ABOVE 





A—Aboveground Screw Gas-Valve, with improved Indicator, to show when open and shut. Manufacturers of 





B—Underground Screw Gas-Valve, for shallow Street-Mains, made with or without an Indicator. :WROUGHT-IRON PIPES AND FITTINGS, 
ee tee with Je — a — ons ss. . SLUICE-VALVES anp STOP-COCKS, 
D—Ordin and Pinion-Valve, w: un inions—m wn. 
oS teash op for Goeth tae. ith strong, undamageable Racks an ions le as shown, STOCKS, TAPS, & DIES, 
E—Regulating Indicating Column and Valve, for governing the supply of Gas to the Town. CHANDELIERS, PENDANTS, &c. 
LITTLE SUTTON STREET, LONDON, EC. PATENT MERCURIAL GAS-REGULATORS. 





EDWARD COCKEY & SONS, 

IRON-WORKS, FROME SELWOOD, f jie 23399) 
PATENT GAS-VALVES: \@="3¢ 
A PRIZE MEDAL aS 


WAS AWARDED TO THE PATENTEES AT THE INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION OF 1862, 
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These Valves are formed of two cylinders, working one on the other horizontally, having their faces ground perfectly gas- 
tight. 
They are adepted either as central valves, for two, three, or four purifiers—as bye-passes—or as inlet and outlet-valves for 
gasholders. 
They have been fixed in some of the most important Gas-Works in the Kingdom, for more than eight years. Consider- 
ably over two hundred of them are now in use, and the most satisfactory reports of their advantages continue to be received. 
They are simple in construction, and not liable to get out of repair, and if in course of time the faces should leak, they can be 
easily re-ground and made as tight as ever, without removal from their positions. Each Valve is fitted with an index, which 
shows to the person in charge of the Works in what direction the gas is passing. 


Frome, January 20, 1866. 





WALK ER 8S’ 
WOOD SIEVES OR GRIDS FOR PURIFIERS. 


These celebrated Sieves, used for either Lime or Oxide, are not only very much cheaper than Iron, but very much 
more durable. They are made bevel in section with outside frames of hard undamageable 
wood, giving the utmost freedom to the passage of the Gas, and consequently the least possible 
pressure in the Purifiers. They are exceedingly firm and strong, being compressed under heavy 
pressure, and are by far the most economical Grid made. 


MIDLAND WORKS, DONNINGTON, near NEWPORT, SHROPSHIRE. 
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GAS & GENERAL ENGINEERING OFFICES, 
53 FREDERICK STREET, EDINBURGH. 


R. JOHN ROMANS, Civil and 

Practical Engi may be lted at the 

above address on all matters pertaining to Gas-Works, 

Water-Works, and other Engineering questions. 

Plans and Specifications Furnished, Works Erected 
and Repaired, or taken on Lease for a term of years. 

Mr. Romans is also —_ in Edinburgh for supplying 

High-Classed Scottish Cannel 1Coal and Fire-Clay Goods. 


RASER’S PATENT RIBBED CAST- 
IRON RETORTS are being introduced at the 
Gas-Works, Derby, Shrewsbury, Portsea, Nottingham, 
Syston, Whitwick, Barrow-in-Furness, Seaham, Ris- 
borough, Leighton, Loughborough, Corwen, Castle 
Donnington, Kegworth, Royston, Woking, Swadlincote, 
Rugby, Carlow in Ireland, Stornoway, N.B.; also at 
Gibraltar and Montreal, &c. 











Apply to Mr. A. C. FRasgr, Gas-Works, 
COLCHESTER. 
XIDE OF IRON, 


We are prepared to supply, on moderate terms, 


HYDRATED PEROXIDE OF IRON (BOG OCHRE), 


Same quality as supplied by us to several of the most 
extensive Gas Companies, and which has given entire 
satisfaction. 


FRANCIS RITCHIE & SONS, 
BELFAST. 





INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION, 

1862. CLASS X. 
PRIZE MEDAL 
For excellence of Fire-Clay Gas Retorts, and 
“ HONOURABLE MENTION” for 
geod quality of Fire-Bricks. 

Yuu STEPHENSON & SONS, 

THROCKLEY, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 


STOURBRIDGE FIRE-CLAY WORKS. 


E. BAKER & CO., 
24 WHARF, HARROW ROAD, PADDINGTON, W. 














of all dimensions. 
GAS-RETORTS always in stock. 
GARDEN EDGINGS of various patterns. 
ORNAMENTAL BUILDING BRICKS, 
GRATE BACKS in various designs. 
Contracts eulered into to set Retorts, erect Fur- 


naees, &c. 
Ehipments on the shortest notice. 


FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, SQUARES, and TILES | 





Trade Mark. THE MEDAL FOR 1862. 
Tue ONLY PRIZE MEDAL awarprep 


7) ror TUBES anv FITTINGS. 


CROWN TUBE-WORKS, 
WEDNESBURY, STAFFORDSHIRE. 
WanrenHouse—8l1, UPPER GROUND S8T., LONDON, 


JAMES RUSSELL & SONS, 


Patentees and First Makers of Wrought-Iron Tubes. 


CHARLES PANTING, 
CONSULTING PRACTICAL ENGINEER, 
8, NEW BROAD STREET, LONDON, E.C, 

Mr. Panting having had many years experience in 
designing and manufacturing gas apparatus, is pre- 
ared to advise with Companies and others on the 
aying out of new, and on the extension or improve- 
ment of existing gas-works. 

Plans, specifications, and estimates furnished. 


W. J. HOLLANDS, 


IRON MERCHANT, 
31, BANKSIDE, LONDON, S.E. 


Socket, FLANGE, HoT-WATER PIPES, AND ALL 
CoNNEXIONS; ReTorTs, HYDRAULIC MAIN, LampP- 
CoLumns, &c.; AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF CAST- 
INGS AND WrovuGHT-IRON- WORK FoR GAS AND 
WaATER-WoORKS, STEAM, AND GENERAL PURPOSES. 

N.B.—All goods kept in stock, and supplied at 
wholesale prices. Estimates given, and orders by post 
punctually attended to the same day. 


IRTLEY IRON WORKS, 
CHESTER-LE-STREET, 
DURHAM. , 
Manufactory for every description of Casting and 
Machinery for Gas- Works and Water-Works. 
‘Warehouse in London for Cast-iron Pipes and Con- 
nexions of all sizes and in any quantity, Scott’s Wharf, 
Bankside, Seuthwark. 
P Office in London, Mr. E, M. Perkins, 78, Lombard 
treet. 

















BELGIAN CLAY RETORTS. 


J SUGG and CO., late ALBERT 


@ KELLER, Ghent.—The removal of the import 
duties on Earthenware permitting the entry of Clay 


| Retorts into England, Messrs. Sugg, of Ghent, beg to 


draw the attention of the Gas Companies of London, 
and other Cities, to the very superior quality of the 
RETORTS manufactured by them. They can be 
made of any size, in one piece, and of any form. The 
price will be in proportion to the weight, and very 
moderate in comparison to their value. 

Communications, addresssed to J. SuGG and Co., 
GHENT, will receive immediate attention. 





‘THOMAS CARR & SON, 


MANUFACTURERS OF 
FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, TILES, RETORTS, 
& 


c. &e. 
SCOTSWOOD FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
NEAR 





| 


i! 


BLAYDON-ON-TYNE. 


ESTABLISHED 1827. 


jour BEVERLEY and SON, 
MARK LANE, LEEDS. 
Manufacturers of Patent Metallic Wet Gas-Meters, 
Station- Meters, Experiment- Meters, Governors, 
Pressure-Gauges, Syphon-Pumps, &c. 
Inventors and sole manufacturers of Beverley’s 
double-cased Gas Cooking Apparatus, unequalled in 
y, comfort, and clean!iness. 





ADDISON POTTER, 
WILLINGTON Quay, 


NEAR NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, 
Manufacturer of Clay Retorts, Fire-Bricks,and every 
description of Fire-Clay Goods. 





ARRIS and PEARSON, 
PROPRIETORS OF 
BEST CLASS-HOUSE POT AND CRUCIBLE CLAY 
MANUFACTURERS OF 
FIRE BRICKS, GAS RETORTS, &C, 
AMBLECOTE FirRE CLAY AND BRICK Works, 
STOURBRIDGE, 
Late in the occupation of I. and W. King. 
Originally J. Pidcock, Esq. 
NB A quantity of best Clay Retorts in stock, viz.— 
Circulars, 14 inches, 15 inches. 16 inches, 
D’s, 1612, 1514, 2016, 1618. 


ANCOCK’S INDIA-RUBBER 
GAS-TUBING. 
All sizes, from 4 in. to 4 in. diameter and upwards. 





Also, 
INDIA-RUBBER BAGS for Gas-Matns. 
WASHERS for Gas and Steam Joints. 
VALVES (pure solid Rubber) for SreamM-ENGINES. 
PACKING (Roll or Sheet) for STEAM-ENGINES. 
STRAPS (Rubber and Canvas) for Driving Ma- 
CHINERY. 
HOSE-PIPES to convey Hot or Cotp Warsr. 
COKE-HOSE, made specially for rough usage. 
GAUGE GLASS RINGS and WASHERS. 
SUCTION and DELIVERY HOSE-PIPES for 
Pumps, Fing-ENGINES, BREWERIES, and Factory 
purposes, 
BRASS JETS, STOP-COCKS, SPREADERS, and 
UNION CoNNECTING-JUINTS fitted to ditto. 


Illustrated Price-Lists on application. 


JAMES LYNE HANCOCK, 
Vulcanized India-Rubber Works, 
GOSWELL MEWS, anv 266, GOSWELL ROAD, 








LONDON, E.c. 





Meters of any maker altered and put into complete 
repair, to meet the requirements of the Sale of Gas Act 





ANISTER. This Material, which 


is invaluable in the Bessemer process and other 
manufactures where great heat is required, may be 
obtained ready for use for gas and chemical works, 
from C. E. WaLpuck, 11,OLp Jewry CHAMBERS, E.C. 


D. BRUCE PEEBLES, 


Gas-Meter Manufacturer, 


FOUNTAINBRIDGE, 
EDINBURGH. 











WALTER MABON & CO., 
Engineers, 
ARDWICK IRON-WORKS, 


FAIRFIELD STREET, MANCHESTER, 
MANUFACTURERS OF 
IRON TANKS, GASHOLDERS, 
GAS APPARATUS, 
PIPES, VALVES, IRON ROOPS, 
WROUGHT AND CAST-IRON GIRDERS, 


DESIGNS, SPECIFICATIONS, & ESTIMATES 
FURNISHED. 


J. STRACHAN, 
CONSULTING GAS ENGINEER, 
68, KING’S ROAD, READING, ’ 


Having had many years experience in the adjustment 
and regulation of the supply of gas to P 





c lamps, 
begs to offer his services to Gas Compafies, Corpora- 
tions, or Boards of Health, on reasonable terms. 

Contracts taken for laying mains, general repairs, 
and extension of gas-works. 


FREDERICK RICHARDS 
3 
CONSULTING AND GENERAL ENGINEER, 
WILMSLOW, CHESHIRE. 

Plans, Specifications, and Estimates made for New 
or the Alteration of existing Gas-Works. 

Gas-Werks leased, or Estimates given for the Ma- 
nufacture of Gas per Contract for a term of years. 

Manchester Office: 8, Cateaton Street. 





GAS COAL. 


ESSRS. RICHARD EVANS & CO., 


Haydock Collieries, near St. Helen’s, are pre- 
pared to SUPPLY their best GAS COAL to Gas Com- 
panies on favourable terms. 

This Coal is extensively used by some of the largest 
Gas Companies in the Kingdom. 

It produces 9,400 cubic feet of 17-candle power, and 
yields 13 cwt. of coke per ton. 


yj Ames NEWTON & SONS, 
(Established 1820,) 
PIRE-BRICK AND TILE MERCHANTS, 
Wholesale and for Exportation, 
FALCON DOCK, 78 anp 79, BANKSIDE, 
SOUTHWARK, LONDON, S.E., 
Derét for STOURBRIDGE anp NEWCASTLE 


FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, TILES, and FIRE-CLAY, 
and every Article suitable for 


GAS AND WATER WORKS. 
J. T. B. PORTER & CO., 


GAS ENGINEERS, 
MANUFACTURERS AND CONTRACTORS FOR GAS-WORKS 
Of any extent at Home and Abroad, 

GOWTS BRIDGE WORKS, LINCOLN, 


AND 
JOHN STREET, ADELPHI, LONDON, W.C. 











JAMES MILNE & SON, 
GAS ENGINEERS, GAS-METER, GAS APPARATUS, AND 
GASFITTINGS MANUFACTURERS, 
EDINBURGH, 


& 2, KING EDWARD STREET, NEWGATE 
STREET, LONDON: 














Station-Meters, Governors, Consumers Meters, Gas 
Lustres, Chandeliers, Brackets, &c., and every de- 
scription of Gasfittings and Gas Apparatus. 


W. and H. SIMMONDS, 
RETORT-SETTERS, 
7x, SouTH Street, New NortH Roap, Isiineton, N. 
W. and H,. Simmonds having had long experience in 
retort-setting and the erection of tar-furnaces, beg to 
inform Directors and Managers of gas-works that they 
undertake to set or repair Retorts, and find labour and 
materials or labour only, on the most reasonable terms. 


JAMES OAKES and CO., 
ALFRETON IRON WORKS, DERBYSHIRE, 


AND 
WENLOCK IRON WHARF, 20, WHARF ROAD, 
CITY ROAD, LONDON, 

Beg to inform Gas and Water Companies and the publis, 
that they keep in stock in London all the CASTINGS 
in general use in Gas and Water-Works, including 
Iron Retorts, Socke and Flange Pipes, Bends, 
Branches, and Syphons of all sizes, Lamp Columns, 

+» &e. 

N.B.—Orders for Cast-iron Tanks, Girders, Columns, 
Cylinders, and all irregular castings, will have immedi- 
ate attention. 











CHARLEs Hors.ey, Agent. 


ECONOMY IN GAS MAKING, 


| GREATER BRILLIANCY OF LIGHT, 
LESS SMOKE, 
AND 
NO NAPHTHALINE, 
by using 


WARNER'S PATENT ANHYDROUS 
OXIDE OF IRON, 
Which, in addition to purifying Gas from all the Sul- 
phuretted Hydrogen and Carbonic Acid, decomposes 

at the same time the whole of the 
AMMONIA, 
and a portion of the Bi-sulphide of Carbon. 

This is the only material yet discovered which will 
decompose all the “ Ammonia” contained in crude or 
unwashed Gas. 

The Hydrogen liberated through the decomposition 
of the Ammonia unites with the excess of carbon, and 

gives an increased yield of Gas of from 10 to 15 per 
| cent., of greater brilliancy of light and with less 
smoke. 





e air. 
Lonpon OFFices, 17, LAURENCE PouNTNEY LANE. 


ARNER’S SILICATE OF IRON 
PAINT. 


This Paint, which is suitable for every description 
of work, is not affected by Sea Water, or by the 
Strongest Acids, aud, being incorrodible, is much 
superior to the Oxides of Iron at present in use, they 
being, in fact, rusts themselves. 








LONDON OFrFicgs, 17, LAURENCE PouNTNEY Lane, 


esan Oxide can be renovated by simple exposure to | | 
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NATURAL OXIDE OF IRON. 


Messrs. W. DAWBER & SON, 


Q@UEEN’S DOCK, HTUtit, 


Who with several Gas Companies successfully opposed the prolongation of Mr. F. C. Hills’s Patent for the Purification of 
Gas by Artificial Oxide of Iron, respectfully inform Directors of Gas Companies, Gas Engineers, and all interested in using the 
cheapest and most effectual material for the Purification of Gas, that they are now prepared to supply the NATURAL OXIDE 
OF IRON at a price per ton delivered, or to take Contracts by the ton of coal carbonized, receiving back the spent material. 
References to several London and provincial Gas Engineers of the highest eminence can be given on application to 
W. DAWBER & SON, to whom all orders should be addressed. 


Queen’s Dock, Hull, March 28, 1864. 


NOTICE OF REMOVAL. 


THE BUSINESS OF 


WILLIAM SUGG, 


GAS ENGINEER, 


is removed to his New Factory, 


VINCENT WORKS, VINCENT STREET, 


REGENT STREET, WESTMINSTER. 


KING BROTHERS, 
STOURBRIDGE FIRE-BRICK AND RETORT WORKS. 


M&AD on MOUTH PIECE 






































| 
| 
| 
} 


KING BROTHERS beg especially to can the attention of Gas Companies to the superiority of their Retorts, whicn are made from the celebrated STOURBRIDGE || 
FIRE-CLAY. Mr. King has patented a Kiln for burning Retorts, by which Patent all Cold Air is excluded from the Kiln while burning, thus rendering them FREE | 
FROM CRACKS AND CORRECT IN FORM. By great care in Manufacturing, combined with the advantages in burning,a VERY SMOOTH SURFACE is obtained, || 


rendering them less liable to carbonize. | | 


Retort Ovens, Fire-Bricks, Guards, Saddles, Rabbitted Burs, Flues, and Quarries, are all Manufactured of the same quality of Clay. 
Every Retort and Brick is branded ‘‘ King Brothers, Stourbridge.’ | 


IMPROVED GAS APPARATUS, 





FOR TOWNS, VILLAGES, &e. 
INVENTED AND MANUFACTURED BY 


W. C. HOLMES & CO., 
WHITESTONE IRON-WORKS, HUDDERSFIELD. | « 
WILL BE SENT ON APPLICATION :— 
Pians, SpeciFications, and Prices of GAS APPARATUS ; 
Pians, Sprcirications, and Estimates of the requisite BUILDINGS for each size of Apparatus ; 
Pians of the IMPROVED ANNULAR CONDENSERS ; 
Puians of the COMBINED PURIFYING APPARATUS, so eminently adapted for Exportation. 





LONDON OFFICES—56, GRACECHURCH STREET, CITY. 
*,* Please address letters to the Works at Huddersfeld. 








TO CORPORATIONS, GAS ENGINEERS, AND OTHERS. 


HENRY ALDER, 
GRANGE METER-WORKS, EDINBURGH, 
Begs to intimate that he has introduced the manufacture of DRY GAS-METERS in 


CAST-IRON CASES. 


|These Meters are protected by registration under the “‘ Copyright of Designs Act.” They are much more durable, and at the 


same time more easily repaired than those in Tin Cases. 
Price list and terms on application. 
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E J & J. PEARSON, 
DELPH & TINTAM ABBEY FIRE-CLAY & BRICK-WORKS, 
STOURBRIDGE, 


PROPRIETORS OF 


BEST GLASS-HOUSE POT & CRUCIBLE CLAY; 
MANUFACTURERS OF 


GLASS-HOUSE POTS, CRUCIBLES, GAS-RETORTS, & FIRE-BRICKS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION. 


LLOYD AND LLOYD, 
ALBION TUBE-WORKS, BIRMINGHAM, 


MANUFACTURERS OF 
WROUGHT-IRON TUBES & FITTINGS, 
PLAIN, GALVANIZED, & ENAMELLED, for Gas, Steam, and Water, from j in. to 6 in. bore. 
STOCKS, TAPS, and DIES, GUN METAL GLAND-COCKS, WATERGAUGES, &.; 
PATENT LAP-WELDED IRON TUBES, 


For Locomotive and Marine Boilers, &c. 


LONDON WAREHOUSE-N? 66, QUEEN STREET, E.C. 


GEORGE ANDERSON, Gas and Consulting Engineer, 
16, ADAM STREET, ADELPHI, LONDON, W.C. 


0 











im i 


——s 


we 











Fig. 3. 


Fig. 1 represents an arrangement for medium sized works. Either the whole 9 or only 6 of the Retorts may be heated by the alteration 
of two dampers. Fig, 2. The Retorts in the centre bed are of iron, and receive the modified heat from the beds of Clay Retorts on either side. 
| In both figs. 1 and 2 all the furnaces, or a portion of them, may be of tar or coke. The tar furnace is adapted to burn only tar; and, without 
| gmoke or destruction of the Retorts, a tar furnace can be converted to a coke one, or vice versd, without interfering with the Retorts. 
| Fig. 3 is what I adopt for small works. In it, like fig. 1, 2 or 3 Retorts can be heated by the alteration of two dampers. In each case this very 
often a pom for weeks, if it does not prevent altogether, the lighting up of an extra fire, These modes of setting can in most cases be adapted 
|to existing arches, 

Contracts made for the erection of the Retorts if necessary. 

Alsomy PATENT PISTON EXHAUSTER combined with Steam Engine when required. 

Also my PATENT FOUR-WAY VALVES, one of which answers the purpose of three aemang Valves when applied to Purifiers, or 
bye-pass and shut-off to Station-Meters, &c., and obviates the objection of foul gas attendant on the Centre Water-Valve. 
| Also my CONCENTRIC GAS GOVERNOR, which occupies about half the space of the old-fashioned Governor. 

















TO GAS COMPANIES AND THE TRADE. 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL IN CONSEQUENCE OF THE LATE FIRE. 


J. DEFRIES AND SONS, 
Gas Engineers, and Manufacturers of 
CRYSTAL, BRONZED, & ORMOLU Chandeliers ; 
IMPROVED CRYSTAL STAR & SUN LIGHTS; 
VESTIBULBS, and every description of Gas-Fittings. 


Temporary Show-Rooms:—16 & 17, COMMERCIAL STREET, WHITECHAPEL, 
Five Minutes Walk from their late Establishment, 147, HOUNDSDITCH. 





J. D. & SONS beg most respectfully to inform Gas Companies and the Trade that their CITY 
SHOW-ROOMS are now complete with every description of Lighting Mediums, including Registered 
Designs of Mediswval Gas-Fittings, Crystal, Bronzed, Ormolu, and Electro-Plated Chandeliers, Brackets, 
Vestibule-Lights, Bronzed and Gilt Statuettes. 

Special Beane prepared in perfect accordance with architectural arrangements. Estimates furnished 
for the Lighting and Fitting up of Theatres, Music-Halls, and Public or Private Buildings with Gas. 

GAS-MOONS of the Newest Designs. 

The PATENT GAS-REGULATOR and PURIFIER reduced to Gs. Gd. per dozen. /Pattern- 

Books of Gas-Fittings, Crystal and Ormolu Chandeliers for 1865-66 are now complete. 
Works: LONDON and BIRMINGHAM. 


The CRYSTAL CEILING, with Ventilating Apparatus, manufactured by J. Defries and Sons for 
. the Strand Musie- Hall. v y - 
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THE 


GAS-METER COMPANY, LiMiTED, 


A. ANGUS CROLL, C.E., Chairman. 
GEORGE RAIT, Manaerne Director. T. G. BARLOW, C.E., Consuttinc ENGINEER. 


CROLL’S DRY GAS-METER, 


(invented and Patented in 1844, since which time 200,000 of these Meters have been 
manufactured by Mr. CROLL,) 
Obtained PRIZE MEDALS at the EXHIBITIONS of London, 1851, of New York, 1853, and Paris, 1855. 
IMPROVED in 1858, 
And was awarded at the INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION of 1862, the PRIZE MEDAL for 


“GOOD CONSTRUCTION and SOUND WORKMANSHIP.” 


Now manufactured by the GAS-METER COMPANY, LIMITED, KINGSLAND ROAD, LONDON;; and, for the 

















purpose of obtaining greater accuracy in all its parts, the most perfect machinery has been adopted, “‘ By which the construction 
of the Meter is much simplified, while its liability to get out of order is diminished.” (See report of T. G. Bartow, Esq., C.E.) 


ALEXANDER WRIGHT, 


55 and 554, MILLBANK STREET, WESTMINSTER, &. W., 
MANUFACTURER OF 
COMPENSATING & OTHER WET & IMPROVED DRY GAS-METERS, 
Of the best material and workmanship, carefully adjusted to meet the requirements of the SALES OF GAS ACT. 
STATION-METERS & GOVERNORS, | 
WRIGHT'S REGISTERING PRESSURE-GAUGE, EXHAUSTER REGISTER, & REGULATOR;| 
STANDARD TEST GASHOLDERS ; 
Consumers’ Governors; Inspectors’ Pocket, King’s, and all other kinds of Pressure-Gauges ; Thermometers 
for Condensers, Pressure Registers, &c-, &c. 

EXPERIMENTAL TESTING APPARATUS, 
Employed by the best experimenters in this country and on the continent, and by the Gas Testers in the London districts. 
PHOTOMETERS, SPECIFIC GRAVITY APPARATUS, BI-SSULPHURET OF CARBON TEST, THOMPSON’S BROMINE 
AND HEATING POWER OF FUEL TESTS, IMPROVED ALKALIMETER, EXPERIMENTAL METERS 

AND GOVERNORS, MINUTE CLOCKS, &ce., &c. 


“ANALYSIS OF GAS FOR PRACTICAL MEN,” 


New and Enlarged Edition, with “‘ Gas-Meter Testing under Sales of Gas Act,” p.p. 25 Stamps. 


R LAIDLAW & SON, 


GAS ENGINEERS, IRON & BRASS FOUNDERS 
Alliance Foundry, 147, East Milton Street, and Barrowfield Iron-Works, 
GLASGOW; 
anp aT SIMON SQUARE, EDINBURGH ; 


MANUFACTURERS OF 

STATION & CONSUMERS METERS, ALL SIZES; 
WROUGHT-IRON TUBES, ror GAS, WATER, & STEAM; CAST-IRON RETORTS & PIPES, 
HYDRAULIC MAINS, CONDENSERS, WASHERS, SCRUBBERS, PURIFIERS, & TANKS,)| 

GASHOLDERS; 

GOVERNORS, SLIDE-VALVES, &c.; 
WROUGHT & CAST IRON ROOFS & HOUSES. 
Contractors for Gas-Works of any Magnitude. Plans, Specifications, and Estimates furnished. 
LONDON ESTABLISHMENT—190, STRAND. | 
| 
| 











D. HULETT and CO., 55 and 56, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON, 


PATENTEES and MANUFACTURERS of the ONLY GOOD MERCURIAL GAS REGULATOR, 
invite the attention of Gas Companies arid the Trade generally to their Improved GAS-METERS, which they warrant equal to 
any in Quality, Workmanship, and Simplicity of Construction, and the only Meters from which Gas cannot be obtained withoct 
being duly registered, MANUFACTURERS OF , 
GAS CHANDELIERS, GLASS LUSTRES, HALL LANTERNS, VESTIBULES, BRACKETS, PENDANTS; 
DOUBLE CONE, ALBERT, SHADOWLESS, & EVERY DESCRIPTION OF BURNER, UNION JETS, BATSWINGS, ETC. ; 
IMPROVED FULL-WAY CARTER’S VALVES, (much approved of); 
GAS-STOVES, and every article connected with Gas Apparatus. 
CAST & WROUGHT-IRON PIPE BLACK & GALVANIZED. COPPER. TIN, BRASS, & COMPOSITION TUBING. 
D HULETT’S IMPROVED SERVICE CLEANSER 
for clearing out Mains, Services, and Interior Fittings—65s. net. 
Boyle’s Patent Silvered Glass Combination Reflectors and Outside Lanterns. 
Sole Manufacturers of Church and Mann’s Photometer. 
Large Pattern Books with every description of Gas-Fittings, Chandeliers, &c., with complete Book of Prices, 12s. | 
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